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Preface 


The Benko Counter-Gambit represents the most important contribution to 
opening theory for a quarter of a century. Before Pal Benko made the 
gambit | d4 4)f6 2 c4.c5 3. d5 bd playable, in 1967, it was extraordinarily 
difficult for players of the Black pieces to play for the initiative when facing 
1 d4. Now, thanks to Benko, many | d4 players almost quake with fear 
when they see Black’s b-pawn advance on the third move. Although White 
acquires an extra pawn he does so at the cost of relinquishing the initiative 
for at least twenty moves and allowing his opponent many open lines for his 
pieces. There are those who will claim that the Benko Counter-Gambit is 
‘unsound’ or ‘busted’ but anyone who thinks that chess is so simple will 
often be unpleasantly surprised to find that despite having an extra pawn 
he is struggling to maintain the balance. In master chess Black’s 
percentage score with the Benko Counter-Gambit has, in recent years, 
been very favourable, in comparison with the more traditional King’s 
Indian and Nimzo. 

Benko’s own book on the Gambit appeared five years ago and since then 
there have been a wealth of games to enrich our theoretical knowledge and 
practical understanding of the opening. It is therefore high time that an 
up-to-date volume should appear, and it is with this in mind that the 
present work was commissioned. 

My research owes much to Benko’s own games and writings. I have 
made extensive use of my own library and that of Bob Wade, and I have 
consulted Kevin O’Connell’s collection of pre-war magazines. Special 
thanks must go to Miss Inneke Bakker, Secretary General of FIDE, who 
kindly photocopied the relevant section of the Becker files. I should also 
like to thank Margaret Fitzjames who typed my manuscript, Len Perry 
who wrote out the diagrams and John Morrell who read the proofs. 


DNLL 
London, March 1978 


1 Historical Introduction 


It is hardly possible to determine 
exactly when any particular chess 
opening or variation was played for 
the very first time, and so it is with 
the Benko Gambit. It seems most 
likely that the gambit was born in 
Sweden during the 1920s and it was 
the Swedish duo Lundin and Stoltz 
and the Czech master Opocensky 
who introduced it in international 
competition. Apart from a number 
of games which transposed to the 
Benko Gambit Declined via the 
move order | d4 4)f6 2 4)f3 c5 3 d5 
b5 4 c4, the earliest Benko Gambit 
games that I have been able to find 
are: 

1) Stahlberg-Stoltz, Sweden 
1933 (see chapter 20, page 100). 
2) Keres-Opocensky, Parnu 
1937: 1 d4 46 2 c4 g6 3 g3.c5 4.d5 
b5 5cbd66 Qe2 Ag77 4)c3 0-08 
E)f3 a6 9 ba )xa6 10 0-0 Yb6 11 
G)d2 &\c7 12 b3 Qa6 (by 
transposition we have arrived at a 
recognizable Benko Gambit pos- 
ition) 13 Qb2 Hfb8 14 Hc2 Yb4 
15 Rabl &b5 16 4)xb5 Qxb5 17 


a3 Ye4 18 Afel Wh5 19h3 Qd7 
20 £4 Ye5 21 |B YHxd5 22 Sed 
web 23 2)xd7 Yxd7 24 Qxa8 
BH xa8 25 Yd3 d5 26 Hed! d4 27 
Ebel Rc8 28b4h5 29 BR xc5e530 
Hxe5 4)xg4 31 Het Ded 32 
EA xd4 Ye8 33 Ye3 @h7 34 Add 
1-0. 

3) Eliskases—Opoéensky, 
Prague 1937: | d4 4)f6 2 c4 g6 3 
&)c3 c5 4 d5 d6 5 e4 b5 6 cb Qe7 7 
Qd3 0-0 8 S)ge2 a6 9 0-0 ab 10 
Axb5 Qa6 11 Ag’ Axbd5 12 
&)xb5 &)bd7 13 Ad2 h5 14 Yc2 
EYb6 15 b3 Ye7 16 4\c3 h4 17 
&\ge2 h3 18 &)g3 hg 19 @xg2 Y¥c8 
20 a4 4)bd7 21 Habl e6 22 Qf4 ed 
23 ed He8 24 Afdl S)e5 25 Qxe5 
Bxe5 26 Yd3 Dh5 27 Wf Yd7 
28 Hel Hac8 29 He4 4)xg3 30 hg 
YYb7 31 BRxe5 Bxe5 32 D)b5 Wd7 
33 Yd3 He8 34 b4 Ha8 35 bc de 
36 t4¥c4 Qf8 37 Hdl ¥b7 38 Sg 
Yab 39 dé Yyc6 40 YHd5 Yxd5 41 
Bxd5 c4 42 Rd4 Bd8 43 Bxc4 
QAxd6 44 a5 Qf 45 a6 1-0. 

4) van Scheltinga—Opocensky, 
Buenos Aires Olympiad 1939: | 
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d4 4)f6 2 c4 g6 3 Byc3 c5 4: d5 d6 5 
e4b5 6 cb Qg7 7 |Y3 0-08 Qe2 a6 
9 0-0 ab 10 Axb5 Wb6 11 4d2 
§a6 12 &)c4 Y%b7 13 Axab6 Yxaé6 
14 Ye2? (better is 14 4)e3. The pin 
on the c4 knight is uncomfortable.) 
14... Hbd7 15 Qe3 (correct is 15 
Hel intending 4)e3, but not 15 
&Ye3? Wxe2 16 4xe2 xe4) 15 
... Ufb8 (threatening 16... Z)b6 
17 |xb6 Yxe2 18 )xe2 Bxbé, 
winning back the pawn with 
advantage.) 16 Habl? (16 fel 
was still best) 16... S)e8 17 Afel? 
(too late. 17 Q4d2 was the only 
move) 17... &xc3 18 bxc3 
Hxbl 0-1 (After 19 Rxbl eS 
wins a piece). 

After the Second World War 
there was a substantial increase in 
the number of international chess 
events played each year and with 
this increase came a proliferation of 
almost every opening and _ vari- 
ation. Not only were there many 
more games being played with 
every opening but there was also an 
increase in the quantity of 
theoretical material being pub- 
lished. 

In the February 1946 issue of 
Shakhmaty v SSSR (‘Chess in the 
USSR’) a Soviet player named 
Argunov wrote an article about the 
gambits that begin with the moves 
1 d4 S)f6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 bd. Since 
Argunov lived in Kuibyshev, a 
town that lies on the river Volga, it 


seemed only reasonable for 
Argunov to give these gambits the 
collective name ‘Volga Gambit’, 
and even to the present day this is 
what the Benko Gambit is called in 
the Soviet Union and satellite 
countries. Most of Argunov’s article 
was devoted to the variations that 
continue 4 cb a6 5 ba e6 and 4 cb a6 
5 e3 e6. The only pure Benko 
Gambit continuation that he 
examined was that beginning 4 g3, 


though he did comment that 
Aronin’s idea, 4 f8, is also 
interesting. Argunov’s analysis 


after 4 g3 runs as follows: 4... be 5 
Qg2 d66 Sf3 (6 e4 Abd7 7 f4 26 8 
Ya4 Qb7 9 S\c3 6 is not good for 
White) 6... g6 7 Dfd2 Bbd7 8 
5)xc4 &)b6 9 0-0 Qg7 10 4)c3 0-0 
11 4)a5 Ad7 12 Ad2 Yc8 13 Hel 
YYa6 14 S\c6 2)bxd5 15 e4 Axc6 
16 ed Qd7 17 Hxe7 Bae8 18 
BH xe8 (if 18 Wel BHxe7 19 Yxe7 
He8F+F) 18 xe8. This 
position was reached in a game in 
Kuibyshev. Black has by far the 
more active position. 

Opoéensky continued to employ 
the gambit (via transposition) after 
the war but it did not achieve 
the in- 
Lundin 


serious recognition at 


ternational level until 
played it twice (once by 
transposition) in the 1948 In- 
terzonal tournament in Saltsjo- 
baden. His game against Bronstein 


from round 8 went as follows: 1 d4 


EN6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 d6 4 4)c3 g6 5 e4 
b5 6 cb Ag7 7 Qe2 a6 8 43 0-09 
ba &xa6 10 Qxa6 &)xa6 11 0-0 
&)d7 12 Qed Hb8 13 Wd2 Heb 14 
Habl1 (preparing for a3 followed 
by b4) 14... 4a515 Bfcl Byc7 16 
Qh6 Qf 17 a3 Hb3 (this motif of 
blockading the b-pawn with the 
rook recurs 27 years later in 
Portisch-Vasyukov, Manila 
1975—see page.44) 18 Y%c2 Heb8 
19 Ad2 B3b7 20 Syc4 Wab 21 
Yad Wxad4 22 Fxa4 Abd 
(threatening 23... Ha7, and if 23 
b3 4)d4!) 23 b4 4yd4 (if 23... 
Ga7 24 bc and nowif24... WH xa4 
25 c6 48 26 c7 Bc8 27 DHbe+ + 
or 24... dc 25 e5 4)xe5 26 &)xe5 
&xe5 27 &)xc5 &)xa3 28 A xb8+ 
Axb8 29 Zya6! + +) 24 Sl Lg7 
(or 24... cb 25 8)a5 Bbd 26 ab) 
25 Qe3 Ha8 26 be! Hxbl 27 
&xbl de (if27... Rxa4 28 Db! 
4)xb6 29 cb Ha8 30 b7 Bb8 31 
a4+ +) 28 Db6 Hb8 29 a4 4)xb6 
30 A xb6 & xb6 31 4)xb6 Db3 32 
Be2 Ac3 33 Bd3 Bad 34 Bc4 
1-0. 

The next time that Lundin 
essayed the gambit wasin round 19. 
He chose the correct move order, 3 
... b5, but arrived at the same 
position as in his game with 
Bronstein but with a tempo less. 
Nevertheless he won the game, 
though not without considerable 
help from his opponent: 
Szabo-Lundin | d4 4)f6 2 c4.c5 3 
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d5 b5 4 cb a6 5 ba g66 4)c3 Qxab6 
7 e4 d6 (In his notes to the game in 
the tournament bulletin Rom- 
anovsky recommended 7... Q.xf1 
rather than the text move. So far as 
I am able to determine this 
comment of Romanovsky’s was the 
first published suggestion to the 
effect that Black does better to 
exchange bishops himself rather 
than allow White to do so.) 8 &.xa6 
5)xa6 9 |f3 Yg7 10 0-0 4d7 11 
Af4 0-0 (This is the position 
reached in the previous game with 
the exception that White has 
played the extra move Qf4.). 12 
YWe2 Yc7 13 Hfcl (White would 
do better to prepare for e5 by 13 
Ufel, and if 13 Bye5 14 
4)xei+) 13... Afb8 14 Babl 
Axc3 15 Bxc3? (he should have 
recaptured with the pawn.) 15... 
Yya5 (threatening both 16 ... 
Yxa2 and 16... ¥xc3) 16 Ad2 
G\c7? (Black cannot play 16... 
YY xa2?? because of 17 Ha3, but 
much stronger is the thematic 16 
... &xb2! 17 Bxb2 Yxc3, an 
idea which was not yet known in 
1948.) 17 Ba3 Yb6 18 Bxa8 
Hxa8 19 a3 S)b5 20 Ne3 Had 21 
Hel? (White should not leave his 
b-pawn without protection. Cor- 
rect was 21 f4 S)d4 22 ¥d3, 
threatening 23 b3 or 23 b4) 21... 
BNd4 22 Wxd4 cd! 23 E63 E)f6 24 
Yc2? (24 BRc8+ Beg7) 24... Bad 
(threat 25... He5) 25 Dd2 d3 26 
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Yc7? (after 26 Yxd3 Yxb2 27 
Hc8+ @g7 28 S)c4 Wel+ 29 Wel 
Yxfl+ 30 @xfl Ba4! 31 £3 Ad7 
32 &)d2, the game would have been 
drawn.) 26... ¥¥xb2 27 e5 (bad is 
27 Y%xad Yxcl+ 28 |fl Bxe4, 
or 27 Y4d8+ @g7 28 Ac8 Halt 
29 S)fl @h6 30 Yxa5 J xe4 with 
the threat of ...d2) 27... xd2 
28 ef ef 29 h4 @g7 30 YHc3 Yxc3 
31 &xc3 WHxd5 32 Bel g5 (also 
winning is 32... a5 33 He3 d2 
34 Ad3 Axa3 35 Bxd2 Gab) 33 
Gfl ch 34 Bal f 35 a4 Gf 36 
Bel (if 36a5 Hed! 37 a6 d2 38 a7 
Ha5+ F) 36... Be5+ 37 Gd2 
He2+ 38 @xd3 Axf2 39 ad 
BR xg2 40 a6 He8 41 Qc f4 42 
Od5 OH 43 Bc6 1344 Ob7 Hes 
0-1. 

The first major development in 
Benko Gambit theory came in 
1949, when Golombek tried a new 
plan involving the fianchetto of 
White’s fl bishop. The idea was to 
keep the e-pawn on e?2 in order to 
avoid weakening the  fl-a6 
diagonal. Golombek-Sefc, 
Trencianske—Teplice 1949: 1 d4 
&)f6 2 c4.c5 3. d5 b5 4 cb a6 5 ba 
A.xab6 6 Bc3 d6 7 g3 6 8 Qe? 
Ae7 9 Hh3 (This move is still 
played even today—see chapter 9, 
page 48) 9... 0-0 10 0-0 ¥¥b6 11 
Hel Dbd7 12 Mh! (not 12 f4 at 
once because of 12. ..c4+ 13 Qhl 
6\c5 and... 4)d3) 12... Se5 13 
Yc2 Afb8 14 f4 S)c4 15 b3 (if 15 


Ef2 a5 16 Dd3 He4F) 15.. 
Yyb4! 16 be Sye4! 17 Yxe4 (on 17 
bl comes 17... %&xc3 18 ¥&xc3 
&)xc3 19 Bxb8+ 8 xb8; followed 
by the advance ... c4; or if 17 
Axet4 Axc3 18 Ad2 Axd2 19 
Heb] &xc4 20 Yxc4 &xc4) 17 
... Axc3 18 Ad2 Axd2 19 Hedl 
Qc3 20 Habl %xc4 (the point of 
Black’s plan. If 21 &xc4 Qxc4 22 
Hxb8+ -or22 Rbcl Axe2FF 
— 22 BRxb8 23 Hel 
Qd4FF) 21 Wxe7 Axbl 22 
Exbl Yxa2 23 Hed a4 24 Qf3 
He8 25 Yxd6 QA xe2 26 Hed Hc2 
27 Bel Ad4 28 Yd7 Bre 29 dé 
Axgl 30 Dxgl c4 31 Ac6 (if 31 
Add Yd3 32 Yb7 c3 33 d7 
Bd8F F) 31...c3 32h3 Hdl 33 
Ye7 c2 0-1. 

Bronstein was so impressed with 
the ideas behind the gambit that in 
1953 he used it against Taimanov 
in the Candidates’ Tournament in 
Zurich: | d4 4)f6 2 c4.c5 3 d5 g6 4 
&\c3 d6 5 e4 b5 6 cb M7 7 43 0-0 
8 Pe2 a6 9 ba A xab6 10 0-0 Yc7 
11 Bel &bd7 12 Qxa6 Bxaé 
(preferring the manoeuvre 
&)bd7-b6-a4 to Lundin’s 
&)xa6-c7-b5) 13 We2 A fa8 14h3 
(14e5de 15 &)xe5 &)xe5 16 Yxed 
Yxe5 17 Axed SF) 14... 
&Yb6 15 Qed He8 16 Ad2 Bya4 17 
&)xa4 Bxa4 18 Qc3 Axc3 (18 
... Bxa2?! 19 BRxa2 Hxa2 20 
e5!) 19 be a5 20 Yd3 Yab 21 
Wed2 BRxa222 Rxa2 &xa2 23e5 


WY xd2 24 &)xd2 de 25 Hxe5 Qs 
26 &)b3?! (26 fl was safer, but 
Taimanov was still playing for a 
win) 26... c4 27 c5 Halt+ 28 
@h2 D|fb! 29 Het Hd7 30 Hed 
Ra2 31 Hed f5 32 Bf Db6o 33 
E\ye5 &)xd5 34 Bd4 (34 Bxc4 
Hxf2 35 Qxh7+ Gg7 36 Ags 
Hxg2+ 37 @xge2 He3+ FF) 34 
... Qb6 35 Hd8+ Bg7 36 f4 h6 
37 Ge6+ Sf7 38 Hd4 Hat 39 
Hc8 &)xc3 40 Hxc4 2)d5 41 2B 
Hxg2+ 42 @hl Hf2 0-1. 

The first main line of the gambit 
in its modern form was the system in 
which Black recaptures on a6 with 
his bishop and meets the advance 
e4 with ... Q.xfl (Romanovsky’s 
suggestion), thereby forcing White 
to lose time by castling “by hand’. 
This variation was first employed in 
1955. Rabar-Milic, Zagreb 
1955: 1 d4 Df6 2 c4.c5 3. d5 bd 4 cb 
a65ba Qxa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 e4 Axfl 
8 &xfl g69 3 Ne7 10 Gg2 Hbd7 
11 f4 0-0 12 S)f3 Yyb6 13 Hel c4 
14 He2 4c5 15 QLe3 Hfd7 16 Hd4 
Q.xd4 17 Y%xd4 Ya6 18 Had! f6 
19 h4 Hab8 20 h5 gh 21 Syh4 Gh8 
22 fs Bg8 23 Zxe7 Hed 24 
Hhl |d3 25 Gf Af 26 Sf5 
Bfg8 27 Bxh5 4)7e5+ 28 fe fe 29 
Ye3 D4 30 Axh7+ 1-0. 

In the 1950s and the early mid- 
sixties the gambit was hardly ever 
played. Then, on March 19th 1967, 
everything changed. The emigre 
Hungarian Grandmaster Pal 
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Benko played the following game in 
the first round of the Sarajevo 
international tournament and | d4 
was never quite the same again. 
Vukic—Benko, Sarajevo 1967: | 
d4 &)f6 2 c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4 cb a65 ba 
Qxab66 4c3 d67 HB g68 ¢3 Ae7 
9 &g2 0-0 10 0-0 Hbd7 11 Hc2 
Yb6 12 Adl Afb8 13 Rb] De8 
14 Qed Wd8 15 Al h6 16 Qd2 
&\c7 17 b3 4b6 18 e4 Axfl 19 
&xfl Wd7 20 Hel @h7 21 Geg2 
e6 22 de 4)xe6 23 He2 d5 24 |f4 
de 25 BR xe4 4)d4 26 4)xd4 cd 27 
a4? (but Black was threatening 27 
... Hc8 28 Yyb2 d3, and if 27 Dd3 
Hc8 followed by 28... ¥4¥b5 F or 
28... YHc6 29 3 HWc2F) 27... 
Yyb7! 28 £3 Zxa4 29 Abel Yxb3 
30 Yxb3 Bxb3 31 Be7 Hb2 32 
Ble2 c3 33 Qxc3 de 34 Axf7 
Haa2 35 @fl g5 36 Axg7+ 
Gxg7 37 Hebt+ GH 38 Ad4 
Hxe2 39 S)xe2 Halt 0-1. 
Suddenly the Benko Gambit was 
very much in vogue. Benko himself 
played it at almost every available 
opportunity. A number of other 
Grandmasters adopted the gambit, 
notably Browne, Damyjanovic, 
Georgadze, Gheorghiu and Vasy- 
ukov, and within five years it had 
become the top scoring weapon 
against 1 d4. Benko popularized the 
gambit with his many articles in 
Chess Life and Review and with his 
book The Benko Gambit, published at 
the beginning of 1973, and at the 
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time of writing (July 1977) he has 
done so much tto enrich our 
knowledge and understanding of 
the gambit that East 
European publications have even 
begun to name the gambit after him 
rather than the river Volga! 

With the sudden increase in 
popularity of the gambit there 
came an increase in the number of 
systems with which players of the 
white pieces tried to refute it. The 
first system to gain popularity was 
that discussed in part one of this 
volume (pages 23-45) in which 
White plays an early e4, allowing 
... 4.xfl, and then puts his king on 
g2 or h2 before playing to 
consolidate his #¥-side. When this 
system was found to offer Black 
ample counterplay it became the 


some 


done thing to refrain from e4, 
thereby depriving Black of any play 
along the a6-fl diagonal (and the 
use of the d3 square in particular). 
Instead White would play g3 and 
then develop his bishop on g2 or h3. 

More recently, an_ entirely 
different approach has been tried, 
whereby White does not capture on 
a6 but plays for quick development 
(4 cb a6 5 S\c3 ab 6 e4 b4 7 Syb5, 
followed by 8 4)f3 or 8 Qf4). The 
idea behind this plan is to crush 
Black in the centre with an early e5 
before he has had time to complete 
his development, but so far, thanks 
partly to an ingenious resource 
discovered by Benko, there is little 
to suggest that this modern 
approach represents the refutation 
of the Benko Gambit. 


2 Conceptual Introduction 


The Benko Gambit represents the 
most important contribution to 
opening theory for three decades or 
more. Here is a defence (counterat- 
tack) Black the 
initiative from the very beginning 
of the game and in which this 
initiative frequently lasts right 
through the middle game and well 
into the ending. Black has four lines 
of attack in the Benko Gambit: the 
a- and b-files and the h8-al and 
a6-fl diagonals. White has no 
equivalent attacking possibility—his 
sole aggressive motif is the advance 
of the e-pawn to e5, but this 
advance is not easy to achieve and 


which _ gives 


even when it is played it is often of 
limited or no effect. 

In return for all this Black 
sacrifices only one pawn, and a 
wing pawn at that. Not even a 
Slater or a Rothschild could ask for 
a better return on such a small 
investment. 

The basic positions in the two 
main variations of the Benko 
Gambit are shown in the following 


diagrams. These positions will help 
the reader in. his understanding of 
the principal motifs and ideas in the 
gambit. 


‘/, 


name 
ae. 
“2g 


ana 


2 
Ww 


j aim 


te 
— we 


- 


From these two positions we can 
see the role that will be played by 
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each of Black’s pieces as the game 
develops. His rooks will put 
pressure on White’s Q-side pawns 
from a8 and_ b8, occasionally 
doubling on one of these files to 
intensify the pressure against one of 
the pawns. Black’s g7 bishop 
augments the pressure against 
White’s b2 pawn, while his a6 
bishop exerts pressure along the 
diagonal to fl. If the light squared 
bishops are exchanged (as was the 
case in diagram 1) Black will often 
renew his pressure along the a6-f] 
diagonal by bringing his queen to 
a6 via ad, b6 or c8. 

Black’s knights can serve two 
distinct functions. They can act as 
aggressors, adding to the pressure 
on White’s Q-side from c4 or, when 
White’s d-pawn has moved, from 
d3; or they can be employed to 
exchange off White’s knights by 
manoeuvres such as. . .4)g4-e5 (to 
exchange off the f3 knight) and 
.. 4)a6-c7-b5 (or. . .@ye8-c7-b5 
or .. .4)d7-b6-a4) to exchange off 
the c3 knight. The reader might at 
first be surprised to learn that the 
exchange of pieces is one of Black’s 
aims in the Benko Gambit but it is 
the great paradox of this gambit 
that even though he is a pawndown 
Black’s position usually improves 


with each exchange of pieces and. 


that Benko Gambit 
(especially major piece endings) 
tend to favour Black. 


endings 


Black’s queen also has an aggres- 
sive role in the Benko Gambit 
sometimes adding to the pressure 
on White’s Q-side pawns from a5 
or b6 and sometimes creating play 
on the a6-fl diagonal after the 
exchange of light squared bishops. 
Nevertheless, Black should not be 
afraid to exchange queens because 
even in their absence his Q-side 
pressure is normally of a lasting 
nature. 

With so many dynamic possibi- 
lities at his disposal Black has by far 
the easier position to play. White, 
on the other hand, must be 
extremely careful lest the pressure 
on one of his Q-side pawns should 
become overwhelming, and in 
particular White should watch out 
for combinative possibilities on the 
b2 square. The most sensible way 
for White to play against the Benko 
Gambit is to try to consolidate his 
position and to set up pawns on b3 
and a4 (if possible with a knight on 
b5 as well). If he can create and 
maintain this structure without 
succumbing toa tactical stroke such 
as...c4, White will have excellent 
winning prospects in the ending. 

Before we enter into a detailed 
discussion of the most typical Benko 
Gambit motifs, let us first confirm 
the endgame paradox by examin- 
ing two endings in which Black is a 
pawn down but with the better 
chances. 


ek we 
fs 
I 


Z 
£Z 
a 


“Kuzmin-Georgadze 

3-final 40th USSR Ch 1972 

Black is about to win back his 
sacrificed pawn because‘he not only 
attacks b2 but also threatens ... 
&G)b6 followed by ... 4)c4. So 
White tries to simplify. 20 Re3 
Qxb2 21 Ha2If21 Bxb3 Axal 
22 EUb7 (or 22 a5 GfwB+F) 22 
&\f6 23 Rxe7 Hxa4, and Black’s 
passed c-pawn will eventually 
prove decisive. 21... BRxe3 22 
E\xe3 Qd4 23 J)c4 f5! The 
thematic break in endings with this 
particular pawn structure (white 
pawns on e4 and d5 v black pawns 
on cd, d6 and e7). Either White 


exchanges on f5 leaving himself 


with an isolated d~pawn or White 
plays f3 allowing ... fxe4, fxe4 
and Black will cventually pick up 
the e4 pawn. In endings of this type 
White’s central pawn structure will 
always collapse in the face of the 
march of Black’s king to e5. 24 ef gf 
25 Qed Gf7 26 f4 Hb8! 27 Had 
Or 27 a5 Bb4 28 a6 Hxc4 29 a7 
G)b6 + F 27... h6!! 28  xh6 If 
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28 Qh4 AE 29 B)c6 Ha, and after 
the exchange of bishops Black will 
go for White’s d5 pawn. 28... 
E)b6 29 2)\c6 Ha8 30 g4 2)xd5 31 
&)xd4 cd 32 a5 &g6 33 Qg5 eS! 
34 a6 De3+! 35 Bgl e4 36 Ne7 
d3 37 2 xd6 4\c2! 38 gf+ @£7 39 
Hb2 d2 40 Hb7+ @g8 0-1. 
White’s a-pawn could always be 
stopped. 


eee 


78 
ac 


Mecking-Szabo, Buenos Aires 1970 
31 a5 This pawn soon becomes 
indefensible. 31... Rb5 32 Ye4 
Ra8 33 b4 Hxad 34 Yxaé 
25xa6 35 Hxa6 Rxa6 36 He2 
6) xe4! 37 bce dc 38 & xe4 & xa2+ 
39 Sf3 Ha3+ 40 Ge2 SFB Black 
is now a pawn up and the win is not 
difficult. 41 Rce4 Ha5 42 £3 Ge8 
43 £5 ef 44 Sf4 Od7 45 & xf 
@d6 The white d—pawn is ripe. 46 
Eh4 @xd5 47 Hxh5 Od4 48 
Sg4 Ha6 49 Hh8 ct 50 GS F3 Sd3 


0-1. The c-pawn cannot be 
stopped. 
Black’s advantage in  Benko 


Gambit endings lies partly in the 
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fact that once White’s b-pawn has 
disappeared Black has a protected 
passed c-pawn, and partly in the 
ease with which his king can attack 
White’s central pawn mass by 
marching to e5. With the major 
pieces on the board Black cannot 
afford to put his king in jeopardy 
but despite this he usually has the 
better endgame prospects, as for 
example in the Gligoric—-Browne 
game on page 32. 

Now that we have seen how 
Black should play a typical Benko 
Gambit ending we can take a 
detailed look at the most frequently 
recurring motifs in the middle 
game. Remember that Black’s basic 
strategy is to build up pressure on 
White’s a- and b-pawns, to prevent 
White from establishing a safe 
structure on b3 and a4, to exchange 
pieces whenever possible, and 
finally to reach a_ favourable 
endgame. White’s basic strategy is 
to consolidate his extra pawn by 
supporting and strengthening his 
Q-side, establishing pawns on a4 
and b3, limiting Black’s counter- 
play, and eventually to neutralize 
Black’s initiative and emerge witha 
safe extra pawn. 

One of Black’s easiest tasks to 
accomplish is the exchange of 
knights. (5) 

1...)g42h3 This move is often 
played in response to. . . 4)g4 but it 
is not always logical. After all, since 
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Black’s knight is aiming to move to 
e5 in any event, why waste a tempo 
to encourage it on its way? 2... 
5\ge5 3 &)xe5 If the f3 knight 
retreats White has a very passive 
position. 3... 4)xe5 4 £4 2)d7 5 
Ye2 Yb6 6 Od2 c4 Black has 
succeeded in exchanging a pair of 
knights and he now has the more 
dynamic position.... 4)c5 and.. 
4)d3 will soon be — 
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.- S)b6 er for a4. 2 re, 
Gya4 3 4)xa4 If 3 a3 Dxc3 4 
Axc3 a4, attacking the e-pawn 
and keeping the move... Hb3 in 
reserve. 3... ¥¥xa4. White cannot 
defend both the a2 pawn and the e4 
pawn and so his position will soon 


collapse. This example is rather 
dramatic but it does demonstrate 
the importance of White’s c3 knight 
and how difficult life can become 
for White once this knight has been 
exchanged off. 

We have already stated that 
knights canalso adopt an aggressive 
role in the Benko Gambit. The ideal 
square for a black knight is d3 (once 
White’s e-pawn has advanced) and 
so Black must first support the d3 
square either by. . .c4or by putting 
his queen or bishop on the a6-fl 
diagonal. Once Black establishes a 
knight on d3 he will usually have at 
least a slight advantage. 


Trapl-Knaak, Sombor 1972 
15 ...c416 Qe3 S\c5 17 J)d2 
E\bd3 Already White is quite lost. 
18 &)xc4 %b419 Qxc5 Yxc420 
$a3 Forced, otherwise 20 .. 


4)xb2 is crushing. 20... £5! Now 
that White’s K-side has become 
weakened by lack of protection 
Black opens up another front. 21 ef 


Ef xf 22 Y%e2 fe5+ 23 g3 4)xf2 
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24 Hxe5de 25 Q xe7 4)d3 26 b3 
Wd4 27 |dl Sel 28 Yc4 and 
0-1 (28... Yd2+). 

We saw in the above example 
how a knight on d3 introduces all 
sorts of tactical possibilities based 
on capturing the b2-pawn. In fact 
most of the combinations played in 
the Benko Gambit begin with the 
capture on b2. Here is one 
example-there are dozens of others 
which equally well illustrate the 
vulnerability of b2. 


Vaiser-Georgadze, USSR Young 
Masters Ch 1973 

... Oxb2! 16 Y&xb2 & xc3 17 
Yb7 YYa7!! Black attacks so many 
pieces that he is assured of 
recouping all his investment. 18 
Yxa7 If 18 Yc6 f6 19 Babl 
Axel 20 Ab7 Ya4 21 BRxd7 
YY xc6 22 dc a5! and the white c- 
pawn will soon fall. 18... & xa7 
19 Sd2 If 19 Qxe7 Qxal 
208 xal f6 and the white bishop 
has no way to escape. 19... A xal 
20 Hxal f6. The combination is 
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over and Black has won back the 
pawn. Black now has all the usual 
advantages of the typical Benko 
Gambit ending (protected passed 
C-pawn, more active pieces, etc.) 
and the game was won by Black 
after a lengthy and stubborn 
defence by his opponent. 

By now I hope that I have 
convinced the reader that the 
Benko Gambit is a most potent and 
dynamic weapon against | d4, but 
just in case I have done my job too 
well.and persuaded someone that | 
d4 loses out of hand, I shall now 
give some cxamples of a successful 
strategy being employed by White 
(or rather what happens when 
Black defends aes 


This position stems Aron one of 


the most recent weapons to appear 
in the anti-Benko system in which 
White strives for the advance e5 
from the earliest stages of the game. 
10 e5 Dh5 If 10... de 11 Qxe5 
(threatening 12 & xf6 and 13 d6) 
1] ... Qg7 12 Mc4 with an 
extremely active game for White. 


11 Wa4 Qd7 Or 11... Yd7? 12 
&)xd6+! ed 13 &.b5, winning the 
queen. 12 e6! fe 13 de Qc6 If 13 

&)xf4 14 ed+ YWxd7 15 
G)xd6+ etc. winning, as in the 
previous note. Also hopeless is 13 

. Rxe6 14 Ac7+4+ and 15 
&)xa8. 14 &)xd6+! Yxd6é 15 
QbS! Yxe6+ Or 15... Ab8 16 
YYxa8 S)xf4 17 Axc6+ 16 Ned 
Qxb5 17 Y&xb5+ Yd7 18 
Wwxd7+ @xd7 19 Axh8 Whiie 
has a decisive material advantage. 

The moral of this tale is ‘beware 
of tactical possibilities beginning 
with the advance e5.’ 

It is always important in a 
gambit opening for the side that 
sacrifices material to play actively. 
In the Benko Gambit the usual 
punishment for neglecting this rule 
is the setting up of White pawns on 
b3 and a4, possibly with a knight at 
b5 for good measure. This 
formation normally puts paid to 


Black’s counterplay and _ allows 
White to realise his material 
advantage. 


G 


G 


Doroshkevich-Georgadze, USSR 
1972 

Here black has played too tamely, 
in particular his queen is not at all 
active. 14a4 4)b4 15 Ra3 Wa6 16 
6Yb5 Y¥b7 17 b3 In just four moves 
Black’s Q-side counterattack has 
been neutralized. 17... £5 18 ef ef 
19 Yyh5 Yd7 20 Edi f4 21 Z)c4 
G)xc4 22 be 4)c2 23 Bh3 Wf 24 
Ye2 White is still a pawn up and he 
has the more active position. Black 
was to find = sufficient 
counterplay and lost. 

Sometimes when White plays the 
move b3 he can fall victim to the 
counter ...c4. The point is that if 
White exchanges pawns himself or 
allows Black to exchange on b3 
there will be an isolated Q-side 
pawn which needs protection for 
the remainder of the game and 
Black will have two open files on the 
Q-side along which he can operate. 
This idea of ... c4 is, however, 
double-edged, since if White can 
meet ... c4 with b4 (now that he 
has already played b3 White need 
not fear the en passent capture) he 
will have two connected passed 
pawns. This question of whether or 
not ... c4 can be played with 
success after b3 by White arises 
quite often in the Benko Gambit. 
The reader must be prepared to 
work out the pros and cons of. . . c4 
for himself, depending on _ the 
circumstances. 


unable 
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Finally, let me remind you that 
in the Benko Gambit Black gives up 
a pawn. If his counterplay proves 
ineffective he will find himself 
playing an ending in which White’s 
passed a-pawn is the decisive factor. 


ite 
wh 


Hasin-Berezin, $-final Moscow Ch 
1962 

White’s advanced a-pawn tics 
Black’s light squared bishop to the 
role of blockader. This pawn offers 
so much potential that White can 
afford to give up the exchange in 
order to destroy the final vestiges of 
Black’s counterplay. 32 fg! 4)a3 33 
gf+ Yxf7 34 Wet Sxbl 35 
Sg4! Qe7 36 Rxbl Bxb3 37 
Exb3 Hxb3 38 Qd2 Sf8 39 
ENh6 YYf6 40 Yyh7 SeB 41 Dg8 
48 42 8 25 Hb7 43 Qh5+ Sd8 
44 Ye6 De5 45 Qh6 Oe7 46 
Yxge7 Yyxg7 47 2 xg7 c4 48 GF2 
e5 49 de EH xg7 50 e7+ A xe7 51 
&)xe7 @xe7 The complications 
are over and White still has his 
extra passed pawn. 52 @e3 c3 53 
Qg6 Ab5 54 Hd3 a4 55 a6 
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@d7 56 a7 1-0. If 56... Qc6 57 
QbS! 


The Golden Rules of the Benko 
Gambit 

1) Endings tend to favour Black. 

2) When Black can play 
Q(a6)xfl he should do so 
immediately in order to prevent or 
slow down White’s castling process. 

3) When Black plays ... Sg4 
White should think twice about 
playing h3-after all, the g4 knight 
wants to go to €5 in any event. 

4) Black’s queen is usually best 
placed on a5. 


5) Black often does best to play 
&G)bd7-b6 (-c4) _ before 
developing his queen. 

6) When White has played b3, 
Black should ensure that. . .c4 can 
not be met by b4. 

7) White should try to establish 
pawns on b3 and a4 and a knight on 
b5. 

8) If Black can get a knight to d3 
his game will ‘play itself’. 

9) Both sides should be on the 
alert for combinations on b2. 

10) If Black’s counterplay is 
mishandled White’s passed a-pawn 
will win the ending. 


3 Castling by Hand-Introduction and Early 


Divergences 


1 d4 4)f6 2 c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4. cb a6 5 
ba &.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 e4 (12) 


This position is the starting point 
for the variations that make up 
chapters 4-8. After the almost 
inevitable exchange of bishops 
(7... Axfl 8 &xfl) Black hurries 
to complete his development ( . 
g6, ... Qg7, ... 0-0 and... 
&)bd7) while White first puts his 
king on a less awkward square (g3 
and @g2; or h3, 4), @gl and 
@h2). The stage is then set for the 
traditional Benko Gambit struggle 
in which Black launches an attack 
along the a- and b-files. 

In this chapter we shall examine 


only those variations that diverge 
from the sequence 7... &xfl 8 
@xfl 26 9 g3 (or 9h3 Qg7 10 Sf3 


0-0 11 Bgl) 9... Le7 10 Bg? 
0-0 11 23 &)bd7. 
Paes Axil 


Natural and best. 7... g6 allows 
White to castle normally: 8 §.xa6 
(8 Qe2 0-0 transposes to variation 
Ain chapter 19) 8... 4)xa69 4)f3 
(9 Age2 Qe7 10 0-0 0-0 11 8 
Yd7 12 Qe3 Afb8 13 Yd2 4c7 
14 Hacl Bb4 15 Bce2 Bab8oo 
Bozit-Udovei¢, Belgrade 1948 /49) 

. &g7 10 0-0 and now: 
a) 10... Sd7 11 QAfs 0-0 12 We2 
Y¥c7 13 Rfcl BRab8 14 Habl, see 
Szabo-Lundin in chapter 1, page 
11. 
b) 10...0-011 4)d2 4)d7 12 Syc4 
4\b6 13 4)e3 transposes to the 
O’Kelly-Toran game in chapter 
15, page 82. 
8 &xfl g6 
We now consider: 
A 9 &yge2 
B 9 g4?! 
C 9 f3?! and 
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D 9 g3 (the main line) 

9 £4 will transpose to variation D 
after9... Qe7 10 Af3 0-0 11 g3 
&Ybd7 (or... Aa6) 12 Geg2. 

9 h3 is covered in chapter 8. 

9 |f3 a5 10 Ad2 Ng7 
transposes to chapter 15, variation 
A2 (note to Black’s 10th move), 
while 10 g3 (instead of 10 4)d2) 
transposes to chapters 3-7 
(variations in which Black plays. . . 
¥Y4a5). 

9 Qf4 works only against slow 
play by Black, eg. 9... Ag7 10 
Yyed2 Yb6 11 Rb] Deg4 12h3 Sed 
13 Qh6 0-0 14 Axg7 @xeg7 15 
&\ge2 S\bd7 16 b3+ Modhring- 
Grinberg, East German Ch 1973. 
But if Black reacts at once with 9 

. Yyb6! 10 Yd2 Yb4 11 £B 
4\bd7, White’s position is already 
under pressure. 

A 
9 Dge2 (13) 
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This move should not cause 
Black any serious problems because 
it has too many disadvantages. On 


e2 the knight does not support the 
advance e5 and it gets in the way of 
the manoeuvre Hel-e2. Also, from 
e2 it is difficult for the knight to 
reach a useful Q-side square-in 
particular it can not get to d2 to 
control c4. 

One of the ideas behind 9 4)ge2 
is the support of the c3 knight. In 


particular, if Black plays to 
exchange this knight by , 
&)a6-c7-b5 (or ... 4)e8-c7-b5) 
then White will be able to 
recapture on c3 with the knight. 
ON kx Qe7 
10 h3 


a) 10 g3 transposes to variation D. 
b) 10 4)f4 0-0 11 g4?! is much too 
risky. After all, White’s king is 
already less well placed than that of 
his opponent so why should he be 
able to afford the advance of his 
K-side pawns? 11... 4)a6 (Benko 
suggests 11... h6!? 12h4 S)fd7 asa 
possible alternative, so as to meet 
h5 with. ..g5 and g5 with. . . h5.) 
12 h4 Y¥c8! (A dual purpose move, 
the g-pawn- and 
preparing for an eventual... }¥a6. 
Formanek-Browne, Atlantic Open 
1970, went instead 12... Y¥a5 13 
h5 Hfb8 14 hg hg 15 g5 4)d7 16 
Wed Se5 17 Wh3 Db4 18 Heg2 
Ya6 19 Wh7+ @f8 20 Hh3 
4\c2 +) 13 g5 Bd7 14h5 Bed 15 
hg hg 16 f3 &)b4 17 @g2 a6 18 
a3?! (18 Hel Afb8 19 YWh4 dybd3 
20 Bb] |xf4+ 21 Axf4 Dd3 F) 


attacking 
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... Bfb8 19 S)ce2 |bd3 20 
EBbl &®xcl 21 ¥&xcl Bb3lF 
Ulrich—Matzner, Santa Monica 
1974. 

VO! ssa 0-0 
1] @gl Webb 
Better is Enklaar’s suggestion 11 
... Yad, eg. 12 Bbl Dbd7 13 
Qe3 Bfb8 14 Hc2 Ded 15 b3 Hab 
16 @h2 Yd3 17 ¥xd3 4)xd300 
Bilyap—Palatnik, Albena 1975; or 
12 @h2 Dbd7 13 YHc2 Hfb8 14 
Ebl Syed?! (correct is. 
&\e8-c7-b5) 15 b3 c4 16 e3 cb 17 
ab Hc8 18 Hhcl Yb4 19 f3 BHe7 
20 Yd2 Sfd7 21 Hat Hxd2 22 


Qxd2+ Kuijpers—Dueball, 
Netherlands-West Germany 
match 1971. 
On b6 the black queen prevents 
the manoeuvre .. . 8)bd7-b6. 
12 bl 6\a6 
13 Qe3 Hi fb8 
If 13... 8)c7 14 b4! 
14 @h2 &\d7 
15 Y4d2 


Also good is 15 b3, e.g.: 
a) 15... Yad 16 YWd2 c4 17 


E\d4+. 
b) 15... S)b4 16 a4 tab 17 Yd2 
c4 18 S)bo +. 
one Yad 
. &)c7 is still met by 16 b4! 
16 Qg5! Yc7 
Ifl6... Of or 16... Qf, 17 
Qh6; or if 16... YWd8 17 £4 
&Yc7 18 e5, when 18.. . de?! is met 


by 19 dé! 


17 hel? 

Better is 17 b3+ or 17 f4xt. 
Ne ceareee c4! 
18 Qe3 


18 f4 is still the best move, 
threatening e5. 


18s 4\b4 
19 4)d4 
So far we have been following the 
game Ree-Enklaar, Dutch Ch 
1972. 
19... BYe5 
20 a3 4)d3 
21 Hc2 BYc5 
Black has good counterplay for 
the pawn. 
B 
9 24?! (14) 


This is no less risky than 9 4)ge2 
Qg7 10 g4?! 
Qa. Ag7 
10 £3 
a) 10 4)ge2 transposes to variation 
A. 
b) 10 @g2 0-0 11 h3 (11 h4h5) 11 
. e6! (the natural reaction to a 
dubious flank attack—counterattack 
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in the centre) 12 de fe 13 e5! Sye8 14 
ed &)xd6 15 We2 Wd7 16 f4 Dc6 
17 Df3 Bd4 (also possible is 17. . 
Rae8, intending... e5) 18 4)xd4 
cd 19 Het YHc6F Avram-Benko, 
US Open Ch 1968. 

FO 2.0.0 0-0 

1] Sge2 

Now we have a form of variation 

A in which White’s ‘attack’ is one 
move behind because he has spent a 
tempo on f3. So Black has time for 


1 ree eb! 
12 @g2 ed 
13 &xd5 = &c6 
14 Hec3 


14 e5?? Axd5 15. xd8 
BNe3t+ FF. 


14... &)xd5 
15 cd 

15 &)xd5 f5!4+. 
1D i EYb4! 


Intending to invade d3 after... 
c4. 


16 h4 {> 
17 g5? 
Better is 17 Qe5F. 
|e seer c4 
18 a3 &)d3 
19 bl Yb6 
20 Wc2 Kfe8 
0-1 


Visier-Benko, Malaga 1969. If 
21 Yd2 Qxc3+4 or 21 Og3 
He5+ 22 Gg2 Qxc3 23 be 
Wes + +. 

C 
9 £3?! (15) 
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This leads to positions similar to 
those in variation B. White’s K-side 


is rather shaky and so. . . e6 is often 
a possibility. 

Dorin ak Qs7 

10 Dge2 = 0-0 

1] Qe3 


11 g4 e6 transposes to variation 


B. 


1p eee &)bd7 
12 @f2 Bye5 
13 4? 

Thematic but bad. 
|e areas Yad 


13...e6isa perfectly acceptable 
alternative. 
14 Yc2 & fb8 
15 Habl 4)c4 16 Qcl HeB 17 
a4 Y¥b6 18 2)b5 4)e5 19 Be3 Had 
20 b3 c4F Kcehouk-Fuller, Skopje 
Olympiad 1972. 
D 
9 g3 (/6) 
This is the main line which 
usually leads to the variations 
discussed in chapters 4-7. 
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a7 
VW, Bi 


LwG 


11 S)f3 (17) 

a) 11 Dge2 bo 12 Bb] Dab 
(this is better than 12 ... S)bd7 
because the knight is needed on c7 
from where it can support the 
central break. . . e6) 13 b3 S)c7 14 
f3 e6! 15 de?! fe 16 Qe3 YWc6F 
Gross-Benko, US Open Ch 1968. 
b) 11 £4 loosens the K-side too 
much, and now: 
bl) IL... e6 12 de fe 13 D3 cb 
14 Helt Gerusel-Schaufelberger, 
Luxembourg 1971. 
b2) 11... Dbd7 12 D3 Yb8 (or 

... Yb613 Hel Wb7 and... 
&Yb6) 13 Hel Be8 14 He2 Bc7 15 
Qd2 Yb7, with strong pressure 
along the long’ diagonal. 
Korelov-Mozhalov, Minsk 1972 
continued 16 b3 4)b5 17 3)xb5 
Qxal 18 |xd6 YWab 19 Bxal 
Ye2+ 20 Bgl ed 21 Afl DBF. 
b3) 11... Da6! 12 HB YWb6 
13 e5!? (safer is 13 Bel Bb4 
14 Be2 Ya6 15 a4 Bfb8 16 
Ha3-intending 4)b5- and 
&)d2-c4-16 ... We4! 17 Ad2 
Ww d3!= Malich-Ciocaltea, 


Vrnjatka Banja 1972; but maybe 
an improvement for Black is 
13... 8c7 instead of 13... 
&)b4, and if 14 Wd3 abs 
Antoshin-Palatnik, USSR 1974) 
3:..8)e8! 14 We2 Dec7 15 Rdl 
EYb4 16 Le3 Yb7 17 Qfl2 (17 ¥Hd2 
c4!) 17... de 18 fe (18 a3 e4!) 18 
. &)ybxd5 19 Axcd5 (19 |Yxd5 
&)xd5 20 Qxc5 Hfc8B! 21 Qd4 
GYb4 22 a3 Syc2F) 19... Bfc8! 
(threatening 20 ... 4)xc3 21 be 
G)d5!) 20 Zye4? Sye6! (threatening 
both... S)f4+ and... 4)xc5) 21 
Hxd5 (21 Qe3 Hc2! 22 Bd2 
Y%Yxb2! 23 Bad] Bxa2!) 21 
Yyxd5 22 Axe7 Hxa2 23 Hel 
(23 2)c3 Wxc3FF: 23 Bd 
HRxb2! FF) 23... Bad! 24 Gel 
G)d4 25 Yd1 Hal!! 0-1 (26 Yxal 
E)x{3+ 27 Sfl D|xel 28 Yxel 
Yxe5 FF). Voiculescu-Ghinda, 
Bucharest 1973. A delightful game. 
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(le £)bd7 (18 
a) 11... 3)a6 and now: 
al) 12 Ad2 ¥c7 13 Dc4 Bb 14 
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Hel 5d7 15 a3?! Sye5 = Saidy- 
Martens, Leningrad 1960. 

a2) 12 Hel 4d7 13 He2 Yc7 14 
Qed H|b6 15 Hcl Afb’ 16 Af4 
YYb7 17 c5?! de 18 Axe5 A xe5 19 
Bxe5 Sct 20 Bet ADd6F 
Knaak-Stanciu, Bucharest 1973. 
a3) 12 Ye2 Y%b6 13 Aft Bfb8 14 
Kabl S)c7 15 Bhel Abd 16 
E)xb5 Yxb5 17 b3t Camara- 
Hook, Siegen Olympiad 1970. 

b) 11... S)fd7 12 Bel Wb6 (12 
... ¥%c713 He2 Sya6 transposes to 
variation a2 above) 13 Be2 Sya6 
14 Qe5 (14 Aft Afb’ 15 Acl 
E\c7 16 Kec2 &xc3 17 be f6 18 h4 
S)b5 19 Acl Da3= Gligoric - 
Diez del Corral, Siegen Olympiad 
1970) 14...h6 15 Qc3 (15 Axc7 
Hfe8 16 Qh4 g5 17 Axg5oo or 17 
5)xg500) 15... Bfb8 16 Hcl 
@h7 17 Yd2 c7 18 h4! Ab5 19 
E)xb5 ¥%xb5 20 b3+ Kane-Vogt, 
Skopje Olympiad 1972. 

c) 11... Yb6 12 h3 DaG (12... 
4)bd7 transposes to chapter 6) 13 
Ye2 Nc7 14 Bdl Waéb!? 15 Yxabé 


Hxa6 16 Qf4 Ab8 17 Rd2 Hd7 
18 el  (Gligori¢—Palatnik, 
Yugoslavia-USSR match 1974) 
and now 18... Hb4 19 Be2 c4 
followed by ... 4)c5-d3-Benko. 


We have now reached the main 
parting of the ways. 
For 12 Gel sce chapter 4 
For 12 ¥¥e2 sce chapter 5 
For 12 h3 sce chapter 6 
For 12 4)d2 sce chapter 7 

12 Y¥c2 will normally transpose 
to one or other of these chapters, 
eg. 12... W%c713 Belor 12... 
Yb6 13 Bel. 


4 12 Hel 


1 d4 2)f6 2 c4.c5 3d5b5 4 cb a6 5 
ba {xa6 6 4)c3 dé 7 e4 Axfl 8 
&xfl g69 g3 Ye7 10 Sg2 0-011 
£3 2)bd7 12 Kel (19) 


ZZ 
Va 
i 


_ 

Yi © 
PY 
ZG 


RZ, 


The main line. White completes 
the process of castling by hand, 
supports the e-pawn which hopes to 
be able to advance to e5 at some 
time in the future, and prepares 
He2 (possibly followed by He2) 
which overprotects White’s Q-side 
pawns on the second rank. 

We now examine: 


Al12...4g4 
B12... ¥&b8 
C12... ¥c7 


D 12... ¥b6 


E12... Wad 
12... S)b6? is met by 13 eS! +. 


A 


= 
\N 


A perfectly logical 
intending ... 4)ge5 to force the 
exchange of knights and/or the 
establishing of an outpost on c4 or 
d3. The point of playing... Dg4 
before moving the queen is that 
Black waits to sce how White will 
play before deciding on the best 
square for the queen. 

13 He2 

13 h3 Dged 14 |Yxe5 *Hxe5 15 
{4 &\d7 16 Y4c2 Yb6 17 Qd2 c4 18 
E)d1 Bic8B 19 Qce3 Wxc3 20 


move, 


30 12 Bel 
Yxc3 S)c5 21 He2 S)b3 22 Hb 


Wxa2= Trifunovic-Kozomara, 
Yugoslav Ch 1951. When Black 
intends to play ... 4)ge5 in any 
event it is usually a waste of time for 
White to play h3. 
ES eee Yc7 

a) 13... ¥b6 can transpose to 
variation D by 14 ¥c2. 

b) 13... Wa5 14 Qe5 Hfe8 15 
Eicl (weaker is 15 Yc2h6 16 Ad2 
Yya6 17 Kad] Heb8 18 cl 
Hb7= Popov-Vasyukov, Varna 
1971) 15... a7 16 Bec2 Sb6 17 
h3 4e5 18 &xe5 Qxe5 19 
Yd3 YWb4 20 Qd2 Hb7 21 b3 c4 
22 be &)xc4 23 Qcl+ Bagirov- 
Zilberman, 4-final USSR Ch 1972. 


14 Hc2 Btb8 
15: 3 
What else? If the bishop moves 
Black can play 15... Hxb2! 16 
HWxb2 Axc3F. 
i eee 4)ge5 
16 3)xe5 &)xe5 
17 Ye2 
Holm~Pytel, Polanica Zdroj 
1972. 
ae ae c4!c0 
B 
1) ae Yb8s (2/) 


An unusual move. If the queen 
wishes to go to b7 it can do so just as 
easily from c7 or b6, so why deprive 
the f8 rook of its best square? 

13 He2 Ra7 

Black could try to transpose into 

variation C by 13... ¥¥b7. 


cm cn 


a Le 
One 
2a a noe 


14 Qe5 h6 
15 Qd2 @h7 16 Hc2 Wb7 17 
BHdl Bb818 Qcl He8 19 Hh4!+ 
&)c7 20 £4 &)b5 21 )xb5 Yxb5 22 
ed! Exa2 23 e6 SB 24 eft 
Kuzmin-—Alburt, USSR 1971. 
C 


12... YWe7 (22) 


L3: e2 Efb8 
13... &g4 transposes to 
variation A. 
14 Be2 Yeb7 
15 h3 Yab 


The queen could have reached 
this square in two moves instead of 
three, but despite this Black still has 
a good game. 


16 Me5 ho 

17 Qe3 EYe8 
18 Yd2 @h7 
19 dl Rh b4! 


Threatening to return with the 
e8 knight to f6. 
20 a3 BRb3F 
Holm-Toran, Skopje Olympiad 
1972, continued 21 cl Hab8 22 
G\d2 B3b7 23 f4 (to prevent 23... 
Sye5) 23... YWd3!? 24 DdbI? (24 
E)b3 YYab6 25 S\d2 Syc7 followed 
. HOOF) 24... Wxe2! 25 
Yexc2 BRxb2 26 Rd2 Hxc2 27 
Rxc2 Rb3F. 


Co 


on 7 


13 Be2 

a) 13 e5?! de 14 3)xe5 S)xe5 15 
Bxe5 Yb7 16 WS Afd&s. 
b) 13 Ye2 Seg4 (slightly more 
activeis13... ¥¥b7 at once, e.g. 14 
Aft HDg4-this position can, of 
course, arise by transposition from 

. Het 14 AfA Yb7 - 15 He2 
Efb8 16 Hcl Ya6 17 h3 4-4 
Sahovi¢-Benko, Vrnjatka Banja 


(2 Bel. 37 


1971) 14 He2 Hab 15 Qd2 (15 
Ags Bfb8 16 Hdl Age5 17 xed 
Qxe5 18 h4!? was played in 
Gligoric-Kozomara, Belgrade 
1961. After 18... f6 19 Qcl Black 
mistakenly played 19... #¥c4? 20 
Hd3 Axc3 21 b3! Yyb4 22 
YYxc3+, whereas 19 ... &)b6 
followed by ... 4)a4 would have 
equalized.) 15... Rfb8 16 Qel 
&\ge5 17 &)xe5 &)xe5 18 Adl c4 
19 b3 4)d3 20 be |b4 21 YHb3 
&)xd500 Holmov-Platonov, 
3-final 40th USSR Ch 1972. 
c) 13 h3 transposes to chapter 
6. 
d) 13 We2 Hfb8 14 Dd2 Yao! 15 
4 (15 Syc4 Bb4) 15... DHeB 16 
E)f3 Yxe2 17 Hxe2 4yc7 18 a3 
ENb6 19 Ha2 f5! 20 ef Abxd5 21 fg 
hg 22 4)xd5 4)xd5 23 45 
Ra7 24 Ze6 (Kristiansen—Popov, 
Polanica Zdroj 1975) and now 24 

. AE! 25 24 c4 26 g5 Qh8 27 
Hf2 S)b4 28 Hal Dd3F. 

here: HB fb8 
14 h3 

a) 14 Qf4 Det 15 Bel Wad 16 
Qg5 (16 a3!t+ - Keres) 16... 
Axc3! 17 be f6 18 Af4 Ya4 19 
Yd3 Ya6 20 c4? (20 Yyd2! - 
Keres) 20... &b4= Keres—Pohla, 
Parnu 1971. 
b) 14 Qg5 h6! 15 AxfE Axi 16 
cl (hoping to play b3) 16... c4! 
17 Bec2 Bb7 (17 ... Sc5 18 
edt) 18 Wcl @h7?! (18... Bg7 is 
more accurate) 19 ¥¥f4 @g7 20 ed 


ge S22 eet 


(otherwise Black plays ... a6 
and... S)c5-d3F) 20... &)xe5 
21 &xe5 Axed 22 Wxc4 Hc7 23 
Yd3 Wab= 24 Yxra6 Hrxrab6 
25. e3?? = (Gligori¢-Browne, 
Rovinj /Zagreb 1970) and now 25 
. &xa2! would have given Black 
good winning chances. 
c) 14 Re2 ab 15 We2 Yxe2 16 
Rxe2 Det 17 Hdl Hged 18 
&)xe5 &)xe5 19 Qd2 c4 20 Ac3 
®xc3 21 be Ha3 22 £4 6 23 Of2 


Hba8 4-4 Hort-Damjanovic, 
Zagreb 1972. 
14... Sye8 


a) 14... Wa6!l? 15 eS!? Bxed 
16 &)xc5 de 17 Hxed Wh7 18 
YYf38 Hd8 19 Hed Axd5= F. 


Portisch-Gaprindashvili, Tbilisi 
1971. 
b) 14 Hb7?! (wasting a 


move-Black should be more direct) 
15 He2 De8 16 He3 a5 17 Ye2 
Hab8 18 Hel S\c7 19 Acl Sab 
20 a3 (preventing... S)b4) 20... 
&)c7 21 Fd2! + Gligoric—Udoveic, 
Rovinj /Zagreb 1970. 
The text aims at an immediate 
. B\c7-bd. 
15 Qf EYc7 
Black is now a tempo up on the 
Gligori¢-Diez del Corral game in 
chapter 3 (page 28) because White 
has played the rather useless move 
h3. Because of this extra tempo... 
&)b5 is now a threat. 
E 
12) S88 Yas (24) 


+m 


ate 
ig 
| _ eee 


13 Qd2 
13 Qg5 h6 14 Qxfo Axfe 15 
Yd3 Bfb8 16 BRe2 Bxb2! 17 
Exb2 %xc3 18 Yxc3 Qxc3 19 
Rabl Axb2 20 Rxb2 Ha4F P 
Parr—Browne, Adelaide 1971. 


Be, ace Ei fb8 
13... Het 14 We2 HAfbs 
transposes. 
14 Y¥c2 Be4 
15 Ddl 


15 a4? Yyb4 16 h3 ged 17 
&)xe5 Axed (not 17... xed 18 
E)b5 Yc4 19 Ac3t) 18 Ddl Yb3 
19 Yxb3 & xb3 20 Re3 Qxb2! 21 
Ha2 (21 Rxb3 Qxal 22 Hb7 
EMf6 23 Axe7 Hxa4F) 21... 
EH xe3 22 2)xe3 Ad4 23 Hc4 fH! 
(often a useful break when queens 
have been’ exchanged,. since 
White’s d-pawn immediately 
becomes weak) 24 ef gf 25 Qg5?! 
St? 26 f4 Bb8!F Kuzmin- 
Georgadze, $-final 40th USSR Ch 
1972. 

1D: k.@¢ Yb5 
16 Qc3 &Nde5 


17 &)xe5 E)xe5 
18 He2 c4p 
Makogonov-Korsunsky, USSR 
1975, continued 19 a4 Yab6 20 Sye3 
Bc8 21 Ha3 Hab8 22 Wd2? (22 
a5) 22... 4\d3 23 Be2 Bxb2! 
24 Qxb2 Qxb2 25 Ha2 c3 


IZ Bel. 33 


(threatening 26... 4)cl and 26... 
&Yb4) 26 Wdl Ab8 (26... Hcl? 
27 Hexb2) 27 Bc2 Bb4! 28 £3 
Eed4 29 fl Y%b7 30 a5 Yb3 31 
Yb1 Syb4 32 Haxb2 cb 33 Yxb2 
Yxe3 34 BRc8+ Be7 35 Hct 
Wd2+ FF. 


5 12 We2 


1 d4 S)f6 2 c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4 ch a65 
ba &.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 e4 Axfl 8 
@xfl g6 9 g3 Ag7 10 Bg2 0-011 
EYf3 E\bd7 12 Ye2 (25) 


White’s queen not only defends 
b2 but also controls c4, so that if 12 

. 4\g4 White can play 13 h3 
GY\ge5 14 &)xe5 4)xe5, and now 15 
f4 forces the knight to retreat. Black 
must therefore refrain from ... 
4\g4 until such time as White can 
no longer play f4. 
A 12... Yb8 
B12... Wa5 

12... &)b6 leads nowhere after 
13 Ad2,e.g.13... a4 14 b3 Hb6 
15 a4 Yb8 16 Hbl + Podgayets - 


Viglundsson, Mayaguez 1971. 
A 
| ae Yb8 
This move sets up pressure on b2 
and prevents 13 Qd2. 


13 h3 Yb7 

14 Hdl Hfb8 
The most natural continuation, 
though 14 Ha6o!? is also 


possible, intending to meet 15 a4 
with 15... Hfa8. 
15 Hbl 
If 15 a4 intending 16 4)b5, Black 
should play 15... a6 (16 4yb5?? 
 xb5). 
LS see 
16 Qd2 
A passive move but if 16 Qg5 
&xc3 17 be &xbl F. 
16... &yc7 
17 a3?! 
Better is 17 b3, but not 17 Qel 
ENb5 (or 17... .&.xc3). 


5ye8 


17... wa! 

18 %xa6 xa6= 
19 Edel Ss 

20 Qf4?! 


White should cut his losses and 


play for a draw by 20 b4 Qxc3 21 
Qxc3 Hxa3 22 Qd2, though 
Black is still slightly better. 


20 eras fp! 
21 ef of 
22 &S)h4 4-4 


Podgayets—Shereshevsky, Minsk 
1972. But Benko points out that 
Black has winning chances after 22 

.Qxc3 23 Rxc3 &xd5 24 BB 
G)xf4 25 Wxf4 e6, eg. 26 g4 
Hxa3 27 eof edF. 


Cae 
oe 


on 


13 Qd2 
13 Qf4 allows 13... Sg4 since 
14 h3 Sged5 15 xed 4)xe5d 
cannot be followed up with 16 f4. 


12 We2 35 


After 13 Qf4 Ag4 14 Hd2 Aged 
15 Qe3 (better is 15 fel) 15 

Hfb8 White should play 16 
Habloo. Instead Gerusel—-K. 
Pedersen, West Germany 197] 
went 16 f4?! S)g4! (not 16... 
Hxb2?! 17 Bdl Sg4 18 4xb2 
&)xe3 19 Yxe3 Qxb2 20 Ac4t - 
Benko) 17 ¥xg4 (17 Ab3 4)xe3+ 
18 Yxe3 Wb4F) 17... Bxb2 18 
Sye2 Hxd2 19 Qxd2 Yxd2 20 
Bad! Y4c221 Yf3 BR xa222 Khel 
c4 23 Ecl Ya4 24 Bh] Qb2 25 
5)c3 YYb3 26 Hdl Had 27 Hc2 
Qxc3 28 BRe3 Bal 29 Y&xal 


Qxal 0-1. 
ic Sar Ei fb8 
14 Habl Sye8 
15 Bhd &)c7 
16 a4 
Otherwise 16... 4)b5. 
16: 2s Hb7 
Better is 16... Hb3 and if 17 
Yc4 Hb4. 
17 Qel Rab8 
18 Y¥c2 Yya6 
19 b3+ 


White has succeeded in con- 
solidating his extra pawn; 
Rytov—Popov, Tallinn 1973. 


6 12h3 


1 d4 56 2 c4.c5 3d5b54cbab6 5 
ba &xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 e4 Qxfl 8 
Hxfl v6 9 3 Mo7 10 He2 0-0 11 
ENB E)bd7 12 h3 (27) 


ae Aan 


White prevents the manocuvre 

. 4 g4 followed by ... Aged 
which succeeds in exchanging 
knights and /or leaves Black with a 
well placed knight on e5 ready to 
jump in to c4 or d3. The dis- 
advantage of the text is that it 
presents Black with an extra tempo 
with which he can pursue his Q-side 
attack. We shall now cxamine the 


various. alternatives that are 
directed towards that aim. 
. Yb6 


B12... a5 
C12... Y¥b6 
12 ... ¥¥c7 will transpose to 


variations considered elsewhere: 13 
Hel leads to chapter 4 and 13 we? 
YYb7! to chapter 5. 


This move was tried twice by 
Benko in 1975 as an alternative to 
the queen moves given in his book. 
The strategy behind . .. Z)b6 is to 
prepare for the central break. . . e6 
and to prevent the advance e5 by 
increasing the pressure on White’s 
d5 pawn. Black’s knight move also 
retains the option of continuing 


with the more traditiorial forms of 
Benko Gambit counterplay, e.g. by 
. &a4 or... Sc4. 
13 Gel Yed7 
Still keeping his options open. 
14 Y¥ce2 
14 e5? loses a pawn and leaves 
Black with the better game: 14... 
de 15 &)xe5 Yb7 16 Yb3 €6 (also 
possible is 16... Afxd5 17 )xd5 
Yxd5+ 18 %xd5 Axd5 19 QAd2 
&\b4 with the better ending for 
Black, but the text move keeps up 
the tension and achieves even 
more) 17 Qe3 Hfc8 18 Ad3 
Efxd5 19 &)xd5 c4! 20 Yxbé 
Yxd5+ 21 @gl cdF Taylor- 
Benko, World Open 1975. 
1A oe Yb7 
This move highlights one of the 
drawbacks of White’s king being on 
g2-there are tactical possibilities 
along the a8-h1 diagonal. 
15 Qe5 h6 
Not 15... e6 16 %%b3! and if 16 
.ed 17 Qxf6 Q xf6 18 2)xd5 or 
16... c4 17 ¥b4 (or %¥b5). I 
each case White succeeds in keep- 
ing the hl—a8 diagonal closed. 
16 &xf6 
Virtually forced, since there is no 
really good square for the bishop (if 


16 Qe3 \c4). 
16... Qxf 
17 %&b3 Ei fb8 
18 e5 


Forcing a continuation which 
leads to a drawn ending, but White 
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would appear to have nothing 
better, e.g. 18 Had! Ya6z. 


18... de 
19 xe5 ~~ e6 
20 Badl 


Not 20 &)c6? &)xd5! 21 &)xd5 
YYxc6, or 21 4)xb8 4)e3+4, or 
finally 21 ¥%&xb7 Rxb7F. 

20... ed 


If 20... &xe5 21 Bxe5 and 
now: 
a) 21... cf 22 Yb5 Axd5 23 


Eedxd5! ed 24 He8+ @g7 25 
Yxb7 Hxb7 26 RxaBt++. 
b) 21... We7 22 Het! Da4 23 
BH xa4! Rxb3 24 Bxa8+ Bb8 25 
Hxb8+ Y%xb8 26 d6++. 
21 4-4 

Gligori¢-Benko, Lone Pine 1975. 

After 21 &)xd5 8)xd5 22 ¥Yxd5 
Yxd5+ 23 Hxd5 Bxb2 24 
Hxc5 Baxa2 25 Zd3 (or 25 
fl), Black’s minimal advantage 
would not be sufficient to win. The 


analysis in this variation is by 
Benko. 


38 12h3 


13 Hel 
White prepares to defend his b- 
pawn by He2. Another move 
which serves the same aim is 13 
Y%¥c2, which was played in Popov- 
Tringov, Varna 1972. After 13... 
GYb6 14 4)d2?! (better 14 Hel) 14 
... Sfd7 15 Hb3 ab 16 Ad 
&Ya4! 17 4)d2?! &)xc3 18 be Ye2 
(this is one reason why 14 Hel is 
necessary) 19 a3, Black could have 
won with 19 ... f5! and if 20 ef 
Axf5 21 Afl Raf8; or if 20 Ba2 
EM6 21 ef )xd5. 
LS: Leg 
14 Re2 
14 Ye2 He8 15 Ag5? (15 Ad2 
&\c7F) 15... Axb2! 16 Wxb2 
Axc3 17 Yb7 Ya7!! 18 &xa7 (18 
Y%c6 {6 19 Babl Qxel 20 Ab7 
YWa4 21 Bxd7 Yxc6 22 de 
Qa5' FF) 18... Rxa7 19 Hd2 
(19 Q&xe7 Qxal 20 Hxal 
f6lFF) 19... Axal 20 Axal 
f6+  Vaiser-Georgadze, USSR 
Young Masters Ch 1973. 
14... 5ye8 
14... Bb7 15 Qg5 Habs 16 
Ycl Wa6 (threatening 17 ... 
&)xd5) 17 Bbl bob 18 Yel 
&\fd7 19 Ec2! (the only move-if 19 
Qxe7? Hc8B 20 Aes Axc3 F F) 
19...h6 20 Qcl c4 21 Ye2 Bat 
22 &)xa4t Yxa4 23 Axc4 (23 b3 
cb 24 ab &xb3 25 &xb3 
%xb3=. The text is a winning 
try.) 23... xa2 24 We2 Syc5 25 
e5 Bb4 26 b3? ¥¥xbl! 27 Yxbl 


Rfb8 


EH xc4 28 ed ed 29 Af4 Axb34 + 
Knaak-Tseshkovsky, Leipzig 1975. 


15 {Ye5 (30) 


1 
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19 4. ho! 
Experience has shown this to be 
Black’s only satisfactory move. 
a) 15... Qxc3?! 16 be Yxc3 17 
Qxe7 Hed (17... 6 18 €5!) 18 
Be3 Yb2 19 Qh4 4x3 20 Oxf 
EY 21 Yel YHe522 Wc3+ Knaak- 
Damjanovic, Sombor 1972. 
b) 15... He5 16 )xe5 Qxe5 17 
Kel Ha7 18 Wd3+ BHc7?! 19 £4! 
Af (after 19... Qxc3 20 be 
Black is threatened with the 
advance e5) 20 &xf6 ef 21 b3+ 
Knaak-Bellon, Pula 1975. 
16 Af 
Unclear is 16  xe7 f6 17 e5, an 
idea of Knaak’s which still awaits a 
practical test. 
1G 2h G\c7! 
Stronger than the 16... g5?! 17 
Qcl Hc7 18 h4! g4 19 Hk2 Hed 
20 Hc2 hd 21 f3!t of Malich- 
Ciocaltea, Skopje Olympiad 1972. 


17 ¥d2 
Or 17 e5 de 18 &)xe5 &xc5 19 
Oxe5 Axe5 20 BRxc5 Bxb?2 21 
Bxe7 Y&xc3 22 BRxc7 Ha3!F. 
a af H xb2!F 
C 
12 a Yb6 (37) 


13 Bel 
Interesting is 13... ¥¥b7!?, and 
then playing to open up the a8-h] 


Htb8 


diagonal with ... e6. The 
correspondence game _  Havas- 
Valvo, USA 1974 continued 14 
He2 (better is 14 Wce2 Syb6 15 
b3-Benko) 14... Ab6 15 BHc2 
&)a4! 16 4)d2 e6, and now 17 
&)xa4 Hxa4 18 b3 Hxe4!? 19 
E)xe4 &xd5 20 Hb2 Qxb2 21 
Hxb2 fd!oo or 18... Bb4 19 a3 
E b600-Valvo. 
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14 Bbl 
14 Be2 Ya6 15 Yel Abb 16 
Bed h6 17 Qx Qxi 18 Ecl 
&)d7 19 b3 c40c Bertok-Gliksman, 
Zagreb 1971. 


14... Yea6 
15 Yc2 Rb7 
16 Ags 5\c8 
17 Qf 


17 Qxe7 is met by 17... h6 or 
17... f6, in each case followed by 
... Bed. 

| aor c4 

So as to meet 18 e5 with 18... 
&Yc5. 

18 Qe3 Bye5 

Now 18 ... 4)c5? fails to 19 
Axc5 de 20 ch+, while 18... 
&.xc3? is also bad for Black after 19 
be Kxbl 20 Rxbl Wxa2 2] 
Yxa2 Hxa2 22 Ab7+. 

19 xed Qxed 
20 Hedl EN6 
21 Qd4 

21 f4 Qxc3 22 be Wxa2 23 

Yxa2 Hxa2+ 24 Of Ab3z- 


eax. & 4 )d7 
22 box 
Instead the game Cobo- 


Vasyukov, Polanica Zdroj 1972, 
went 22 a3?! Q xd4 23 B xd4 Ded =. 


7 12 &d2 


1 d4 S)f6 2 c4. 5 3.d5 b5 4 cb a6 5 
ba &xa6 6 &)c3 d6 7 e4 QXxfl 8 
@xfl g69 3 Qe7 10 Bg2 0-0 11 
Ef E\bd7 12 _ Go 
32 Gog 


Ey 
paste 


eee 


Yet another way to play consoli- 
dation of the Q-side while pre- 
venting... 4)g4. This position can 
arisc from chapter 15 via the move 
order 7 4)f3 g6 8 Ad2 Wad 9 g3 
Qe7 10 e4 Axfl 11 Bxfl 0-0 12 
Beg2. 

i ere wWead 
a) 12... Yb8!? 13 Dc4 A|bo6 14 
&)xb6 Y%Yxb6 15 Yc2 Afb8 16 
Rbl Dg417h3 DHe5 18b3 Yabé 19 
a4 c4! 20 b4 Dd3 21 bS Yad 22 
Qd2 4c5 23 h4 |b3F Mesing- 
Vukic, Sarajevo 1974. 


b) 12 ... Db6 13 YWe2 Heb? 
(better 13 ... Afd7) 14 SHc4 
E)xc4 15 Wxc4 Yb6 16 Hdl 
(more accurate is 16 Hel) 16. 
Yb4 17 Ye2 Dd7 18 a3 Hb3 19 a4 
Heb8= Mecking-Szabd, Buenos 
Aires 1970. 

13 Byc4 Yyab 

. Yb4 14 We2 Abo 15 
&5)xb6 ~¥xb6 transposes to the 
Donner-Browne game mentioned 


onpage-. The text is more active, 
setting up pressure along the a6-fl 
diagonal. 

14 Yve2 Hi fb8 

15 Hel Hb4 

16 4)a3 Bye5 


Black does not fear the exchange 
of queens because of his domina- 
tion of the light squares, e.g. 17 
Yyxa6 Hxa6 18 BKdl }xe4 19 
&G\c2 Hc4F (or maybe even 19 

. &)xc3!? 20 &4)xb4 cb 21 cb 
be). 


17 &c2 &)d3 
18 &xb4 =} xel+ 
19 Yxel cb 

20 Addl Yd 3 


Black has a very active game in 
return for the pawn. Dommes-— 
Zilberman, Gelendzhik 1975, 
continued: 21 £3 &)d7 22 e3 &c5 


124)d2 41 


23 S| f2 Yb5 24 Axc5 Y&xc5 25 
Y¥d2 b3 26.a4 Bc8 27 Adl YWc2 28 
YYxc2 be 29 4)c3 Abs 30 Hel 
Bx b2 


8 White’s King Runs to h2 


1 d4 26 2 c4 c5 3d5 b5 4 ch a6 5 
ba {.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 e¢ A xfl 8 
&xfl g69h3 M7 10 43 0-011 
@gl (33) 


ZH 
Vs, A, 


This variation was invented by 
Gligori¢c and first appeared in the 
international arena in his game 
with Browne at Skopje 1970. The 
idea is to put the king on a slightly 
safer square than g2 where it might 
eventually be embarrassed on the 
long diagonal (for example if the e- 
pawn advances and the d-pawn 
becomes weak). The disadvantage 
of this plan is that it takes one move 
longer than the g3, @g2 
manoeuvre and when White’s king 


eventually arrives on h2 Black’s Q- 
side attack is therefore one tempo 
further advanced than in the 
from 

not 


corresponding __ positions 
chapters 4-7. Also, it is 
absolutely clear that White’s king is 
safer on h2. 


All... &bd7 
Bll... S)a6 
Cll... 6?! 
A 
11 as4 &\bd7 
12 @h2 Yad 


The most active square for the 
queen. If 12... ¥¥b6 the d7 knight 
is unable to follow its destiny to a4 
or c4 via b6. (gaard -Gheorghiu, 
Helsinki 1972 continued 13 Hel 
&\e8 (maybe 13... Hfb8 first is 
better) 14 BHe2 Sye5?! 15 S)xed5 
QAxe5+ 16 @hl AHc7 17 Qgd 
Hfe8 18 Hcl a7 19 Y4d3 Hab 20 


Wd2 4-I. 
13 Hel Hftb8 
14 He2 
This move has been more 


popular than 14 ¥c2 which was 
played in the Gligoric-Browne 


game. The text move is part of a 
plan to consolidate the Q-side by 
Hc2 and Qd2, thus leaving the 
queen free to perform actively 
elsewhere. After 14 4¥c2 Black has: 
a) 14... Db6G| 15 Ad 1! Waé (also 
possible is 15 ... S)a4) 16 Ad2 
Y%c4?! 17 4 c3 (stronger is 17 
Yyxc4 Axc4 18 Ac3t) 17... 
E)fd7 18 b3 a6 19 a4 4)c8 20 
Rabl 4)a7 21 Ddl Bb7 22 De3 
Qh6, and White’s advantage was 
hardly tangible; Gligoric-Browne, 
Skopje 1970. 

b) 14... SeB (intending... S)c7 
and ... 4)b5 as usual) 15 Qd2 
Ya6 16 a4? Hb4 17 a5 Habs 18 
4)d1 H4b7 19 Bbl Bc7 20 b3 
EYb5 21 Ye4 Hyc7 22 He3 Yxc4 
23 &)xc4 Hxb3 24 Bxb3 
Hxb3F Pytel-Peev, Lublin 1972. 

14... Flb4! (34) 


Z. 4 
YSs 


4 


A very strong move discovered 
by Vasyukov. The rook intensifies 
the pressure on White’s e4 pawn 
and thereby prevents White from 
continuing with the planned 15 


White's Ring Runs toh2 43 


Hc2. White can drive this rook 
away by a3 at any point in the game 
but once he does so b3 is seriously 
weakened and Black can set up a 
blockade on that square. 

Weaker alternatives are: 
a) 14... 5e8 15 Qg5 (if 15 Hc2 
5\c7 16 Qd2 Db5 17 a4 Axc3 18 
Axc3 Axc3 19 be Sye5! 20 Axed 
de 21 4d3 &b3= Hort-Jimenez, 
Palma Interzonal 1970) 15 ... 
Hxb2? 16 Bxb2 Qxc3 17 
d2+ +. 
b) 14... Db6 15 e5!+ 

But almost as strong as the text is: 
c) 14... Ba7 (Benko considers 14 

. Hb7 to be more accurate) 15 
Hc2 (not 15 c5? de 16 )xe5 4)xe5 
17 Bxe5 4)g4+; one reason why 
White’s king might not be safer on 
h2 than on g2.) 15... Db6 16 %e2 
(Now 16 e5 is possible because 16 

de? 17 4)xe5, threatening 

4)c6, would give White an over- 
whelming position; so Black must 
retreat his knight: 16... 4)fd7 17 
ed ed 18 Q£4 Dc4oo; or 16... 
G)fd7 17 e6?! fe 18 de ZRF) 16 
... Qa4! 17 Qe5 B7b7 18 Dxa4 
Yxa4 19 Hel (19 Hc4 Hab 20 
Qcl is met by 20... &)d7 when 
White’s rook is seen to be mis- 
placed) 19 ... Axb2! 20 Bxb2 
Hxb2 21 Wxb2 AHe4+ (with 
White’s king on g2 this combination 
would not work) 22 hg Qxb2 
23 Qxe7 YWd7 24 Qh4 c4F 
Kane-Browne, USA Ch 1973. 


44 White’s King Runs to h2 
15 @gl 


So that there will be no com- 
binations based on... 4)g4+. 
Bits 5ye8 
16 a3 
This move is unappetizing but it 
is almost impossible to find a good 
alternative. 


16... b7 
17 Bc2 Gab8 
18 %e2 Bye5 
19 &)xe5 &xed5 
20 Qh6 BYc7 
21 Hacl b3! 

The thematic blockade. 
22 £4 


A weakening move, but once 
again what can White do? 
yo eee Qd4+ 
23 @h2 Yab F 
3....xc3 would win back the 
pawn but Black sees no need to 
release the pressure. 24 Ye4 Yc8 
25 We2 ab 26 YHe4 Be8 27 Hel 
Y¥d3 28 Ye2 Yxe2 29 B1xe2 {6 
30 h4 &)c7 31 Hdl BE7 32 g3 £5! 33 
e5 &)xd5 34ed ed 35 Ag5 He8 36 
Hxe8 @xe8 37 Hd2 Gd7 38 hd 
gh 39 @h3 Gc6 40 Gh4 HB 41 a4 
SYb6 42 S\c3 Syc4 43 He2 xb2 
44 5Yb5 &)xa4 45 4)xd4+ cd 0-1. 
Portisch-Vasyukov, Manila 1974. 
B 
Ly aia G)a6 (35) 
a6 is a flexible square for the 
black QN. It can jump in to b4, or 
to cd (after ... c4), or it can 
manoeuvre via c7 to b5. 


Z, yi 
4, 
wy 


FG 


U 14G, GY 
i. 


aan Gn 


12 @h2 Yb6 
. |d7 13 Hel Yad 14 
Qg5 Hfb8 15 He2 leaves White 
with a solid position. e.g.: 
a) 15... Yd8 16 Hel Bb7 17 
Bel Hed 18 4xe5 Qxe5 19 b3t 
Smejkal—Jansa, Luhatovice 1971. 
b) 15... Bxb2?? 16 Rxb2 Qxc3 
17 Qd2++. 
13 Hel 
a) 13 Ye2 Afb8 14 B)d2 S\c7 15 
Gyc4 Ya6 16 Qd2 4d7 17 Hhel 
GYe5! 18 &)xe5 (if 18 b3 S)xc4 19 
Yyxc4 YYxc4 20 be Bb2-Benko) 
. Axe5+ 19 f4 Ad4 20 Acl 
Yxe2 21 H xe2 Gf8! 22 Dd! 15 23 
ef gf H. Camara-Benko, Sao 
Paulo 1973. 
b) 13 Dd2 4)d7 14 Ye2 Db4! 15 
E\c4 YYa6 16 Hel S)e5 17 &)xe5 
QAxe5+ 18 g3 Afb’ 19 Yxaé 
Hxa6 20 He2 S)d3F Schaufel- 
berger-Parma, Luxembourg 1971. 
13ers G)d7 
13... c4!? is an interesting 


. §\c5 and 


alternative, intending. . 


. d3. 


14 Be2 
15 a4 
If 15 Ag5 Afe8 16 a3?! a6 17 


ZYb4! 


YWd2 d3+.  Forintos-Bukic¢, 
Vrnjacka Banja 1973. 

13. Pius c4 

16 Qe3 &Yc5 

17 Syd2 &\bd3 


With a knight so firmly en- 
trenched, Black’s position plays 
itself. 


18 &)xc4 = Hb 4 

19 Qxc5 = Yyxc4 

20 fa3 f5! 

21 ef Bxf5 
Another piece joins in the attack. 

22 Wc2 Qed+ 

23 g3 (36) 
Eap-U a Wi, “G 27 


— 
y 


2a od &)xf{2! 

24 Exed 
If24 A xf2 Yh4 25 & xf (or 25 
&\e4 Hh5!F F) 25... Yxg3+ 26 
Dhl Yxh3+ 27 Bel Mds+ 28 
WD! (28 HQ HB 29 Det RUZ) 
. Axf2+ (stronger than 28 
-.. gf 29 Wxd4 BHt7 30 B12) 


White’s King Runs toh2 45 
RAxf2 and White has enough 


material compensation for the 
queen but Black can rapidly gain 
the upper hand with the 
manoeuvre ... Ha8-c8-c4. 

2A ta de 

25 Qxe7 Hd3 

26 b3 Yd4 

27 4)d1 ZNel 


28 %¥c4 and 0-1 
because of 28... Y¥4d2+ and mate 
on g2. Trapl-Knaak, Czecho- 


slovakia-East Germany Match 

1972. 

C 

77 ord 

Ww aa a at 
tate 


This central break rebounds 
badly on Black. 


12 de fe 

13 e5! de 

14 Yxd8 &xd8 
15 Qg5 E)c6 
16 @h2 bs 
17 Q&xf6 Axf6 
18 S)e4 


White has the better ending. 


29 O’Kelly-Honfi, Budapest 1972. 
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1 d4 4)f6 2 c4.c5 35 b5 4 cb a65 
ba (38) 


AO Wa 


7 
‘a , a8, re 


Deas &xab6 

It is worth mentioning the possi- 
bility of 5. . . 4)xa6 in conjunction 
with g3:5...4)xa66¢3d67 4)\c3 
g6 8 43 Qe7 9 Ag? 0-0 10 0-0 
Yyb6 11 Bd2 4yc7 12 b3 Mab. This 
position, which actually arose by 
transposition, occurred in the game 
Keres—Opocensky, Parnu 1937. 
Note that after 5... Qxa6 Black 
can not normally get his b8 knight 
to c7 in the fianchetto variation and 
so this line is of some independent 
significance. The conclusion of the 


game will be found in the historical 
introduction, page 9. 
A 6 g3 
B 6 4\c3 

These two moves usually trans- 
pose but there are some lines in 
which the delay in playing 4)c3 is 


important. 
A 
6 g3 g6 
6. . .d6 will transpose to the text. 
7 Ag? 


7 b3 looks at first sight to be 
simply a transposition to the text, 
but in fact it is an inaccuracy which 
allows Black an unusual tactical 
resource: 7... Qb7! 8 Qe? (if 8 
5\c3 Qe79 Qed |xd5F F)8... 
e69 Ab2 Axd5 10 Axd5ed 11 3 
Qg7 12 Hf3 0-0 13 0-0 Sc6 14 
Sye5 Yb6 15 S)d2 )xe5 16 Qxe5 
Ye6 17 Qb2 Ha7 18 Yc2 d6= 
Holmov—Mochalov, USSR 1974. 

Ein a d6 

8 b3 
a) 84)h3 2.27 9 0-0 0-0 10 Qd2 
(10 4)c3 transposes to variation 


Bl) 10... &\bd7, and now: 
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al) 11 Sf4 Dh5 12 Dc3 |Yxf4 13 
Qxf4 Wad 14 Y%e2 |b6 15 Hacl 
&\c4 16 Bfel Bfb8 17 b3 Sya3 18 
Y%d2 c400 Doroshkevich-Platonov, 
Cheliabinsk 1975. 
a2) 11 Qe3 Yb6 12 Hd2 HAfb8 13 
Hel De8 (13... Hed?! 14 Axe7 
@xeg7 15 b3 Need 16 Hc2+ Puc- 
Kozomara, Yugoslav Ch 1951) 14 
Qxg7 @xg7 15 b3 Sc70o The 
position is similar to the Pytel-Levy 
game in the text. 
b) 8 Qd2 is an interesting idea of 
Macskasy’s designed to neutralize 
Black’s dark squared _ bishop. 
Benko-—Berry, Canadian Open Ch 
1971 continued 8... &g7 9 Ac3 
0-0 10 S)h3 4ybd7 11 0-0 4yb6 12 
E\E4 YYd7 13 b3 (otherwise ... 
&\a4) 13... gS? 14 Syh300- 
Benko. 

Brae 4 Qg7 

9 Qb2 0-0 

10 4yh3 (39) 
a) 10 5)f3 allows Black to attack 
the d-pawn: 10... &b7 11 0-0 
5)a6 12 &)c3 &)xd5 13 Yd2 xc3 
14 Axc3 Axc3 15 &xc3 Ha7F 
Mohring-Tseshkovsky, Leipzig 
1975. 
b) 10 Dbd2 Dbd7 11 e4 Yad 12 
YYc2 c4!? 13 be Hfc8 14 Ac3 YHc5 
15 Hcl He4 16 Hh3 Hde5 17 Afl 
S)e3!? 18 fe Yxe3+ 19 Qdl 
Axc4 20 Qxc4 |xc4 21 Hel 
Yya7 22 Wd3 Qxc3 23 Yxc3 
YWa4+ 24 Be2 Hed= Ruderfer- 
Alburt, Daugavpils 1971. 


Z : Me aS Y 
i, Wi, bie i 
-_ MI7 
£O) Y, 
7 
w 


Lj a. 
YY), 
NM ORR 


LO} des &)bd7 

11 0-0 YYb6 
a) 11... Rb8 12 Qc3 Abb 13 
Hel (or 13 a4 Wd7 14 Sf4 g5 15 
ad gf 16 ab Axb6 17 Ad2t 
Qgaard-Day, Haifa Olympiad 
1976) 13... Wd7 14 e4+ Pytel- 
Damjanovi¢, Dortmund — 1974. 
Black any 
counterplay. 
b) 11... Ye7 12 Hel Afb8 13 
Wd2 Ba7 14 Qc3 Ac8B 15 |ANHfA 
Qh6 16 Yce2 |ge4 17 Hd2 Hged 
18 Hecl Qg7 19 Afl Abb 20’e4 
Qa6 21 Qxa6 Axab 22 4d3 
E)xd3 23 Yxd3 Axc3 24 Bxc3 
Yb7 25 a4+  Schinzel—Pioch, 
Polish Ch 1972. 
c) ll... %b8 and now: 
cl) 12 Wd2 wWyb4 (12... c4? 13 
b4+) 13 Qc3 He4! 14 Qxe4 
Yxe4 15 Axg7?7 @xe7 16 Sc3 
Yd4 (16 . Yyb4!) 17 Bfdl 
Yxd2 18 BRxd2 Hfb8 19 Hbl (19 


does not have 


Sf4 Hed! 20 Ab] Ha7 21 B+ 


Pytel-Gheorghiu, Bucharest 1973) 
. Bb620 Rdb2 Qc8 (Evans- 
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De Fotis, USA 1972) 21 £3 followed 
by 4f24 
c2) 12 Qc3! Bc8 (12... Hb6 13 
Hel Ha7 14 S)f4-threat h4 +-14 
. go?! 15 Syh3! ho 16 f4'+ 
Gheorghiu- Miles, Teesside 1975) 
13 Bel a7?! (better is 13... 
c7 followed by... Rb7) 14 Df4 
Hb7 15 4)a3!+ Portisch-Geller, 
Biel Interzonal 1976. 
12 Q3 
12 Y%d2 Hfb8 13 Ac3 (this move 
must be played sooner or later to 
prevent ...c4), and now instead 
of 13... Ha7? 14 Bel Be’ 15 
E\a3 Axc3 16 Y%xc3 as in Guil. 
Garcia—Peev, Cienfuegos 1973, 
Black should play 13 ... Se8 at 
once. 
1? sya BR fb8 
13 Bf4 E)c8 
Black can aflord to exchange 
bishops because White has no 


attacking prospects on_ the 
K-side. 

14 Qxg7 Gxg7 

15 4)d2 GYc5 

16 Y%¥c2 EYNc7 

Intending . GYb5 and .. 

6 )d4. 

17 a4?! 


So far we have been following the 
game Pytel—Levy, Nice Olympiad 
1974, and now Black’s best plan, 
according to Benko, is 17... ¥¥a5 
followed by... Bb4%. 

B 
6 4\c3 (40) 


An exaggerated form of variation 
B2 is8 Syh3!? Be7 9 Df4 Dbd7 10 
h4!? O-O?! (10... hS or 10... h6 
would be safer) 11 h5! Be5 12 hg 
hg 13 Qh3! Yad 14 Yc2 Bhs (14 
... Qc8 merits attention, and if 15 
Qe2 QM 16 c4 Qg4 with the 
initiative-Benko) 15 Sye6!? (LL. 
Kovacs Benko, Debrecen 1975), 
and now Black should play 15... 
&)xd5! 16 )xg7 &xe7 (or 16... 
&)xc3 17 Ad2 a4 18 ¥xc3 He4 
19 0-0co) 17 Qd2 Rh8F-Benko. 
Bl 

8 Qg2 Qg7 

9 Ayh3 
a) 9 e40-0 10 Sge2 Z)bd7 11 0-0 
Gye5 mixes two systems in a way 
that favours Black. The pressure 
along the a6-fl diagonal combined 
with the invasion of d3 by Black’s 
knight ensure that White will have 
many problems to solve. 
b) 9 Y¥a4+ ? is nonsense. 
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c) 9 4)f3 0-0 10 0-0 Sybd7 leads 
into chapters 9-14. 

eae 0-0 

10 0-0 GYbd7 (41) 


4 
YASG 
Y 


CO, GLOY 
Jets 


This position is almost identical 
to that at the start of chapters 
9-14, but with one important 
difference-White’s knight is on h3 
instead of f3. While this makes 
White’s d-pawn more secure (dircct 
defence from g2 and later from the 
knight on f4) it means that White’s 
KN is less able to come to the aid of 
his Q-side defences and since the 
battle is inevitably fought on the Q- 
side this difference must favour 
Black. 

11 Y4¥c2 

a) 11 Hel Wb6 12 Y¥c2 transposes 
to the text. 

b) 11 Rbl Yb6 12 Y¥c2 transposes 
to the text (note to White’s 12th 
move). 

c) 11 £4?! Yc7 12 %c2 Afb8 13 
6yg5 e414 Hel Hh6 15 Qd2c4 
16 Habl Ya7+ 17 @hl DHF 


Darznick-Shereshevsky, USSR 
1972, 
d) 11 S)f4 Yc7 12 Y%c2 Btb8 13 
Ebl c4! 14 Syh3?! (14 Qd2 Ac5 
15 Bfcl oo-Benko) 14... S)c5 15 
Bes QcB! 16 3 Hast F 
Yanofsky-Gheorghiu, Siegen 
Olympiad 1970. 
e) 11 Qd2 ¥b6 12 Hbl (12 Ohl? 
BYe5 13 We2 Bfb8 14 f4 Dc4 15 b3 
Ywb4! Fz Golombek-Sefc, 
Trencianske-Teplice 1949-see 
chapter 1, page 12 for the complete 
score) 12... Bfb8 13 b3 Bc8B 14 
Yc2 S\c7 15 a4 S|) fEF Antoshin- 
Mihailjcisin, Sarajevo 1970. 
aera Yad 
a) 11... Yb6 12 Hel (12 Hb c4 
13 Ne3 a5 14 Bfdl Bc5 15 Ded 
Ei fb8 co Golz- Witkowski, Dresden 
1959) 12... Hfb8 13 Ab! (13 b3 


c400) 13... Sc5o00 Erozbek- 
Schoneberg, Skopje Olympiad 
1972: 


b) 11... We7 and now: 
bl) 12 Rdl Hfb8 13 Ab] Syc5 14 
Be5 Nc8B 15 HDget Hxe4 16 
&xec4 Qh3oo Sloth-Larsen, Den- 
mark 1971. 
b2) 12 b3 Hfb8 13 Bbl Sc8 14 
Qd2 YWa7 15 D4 He5= Csom- 
Toran, Montilla 1975. 
12 Qed 

12 Qd2 Hfb8 13 Atbl Yc7 14 
EVf4 c4 15 h4 h5 16 Det Ded 17 
Qc3 Hde5 18 c3 Abd 19 Hd4 
Qa4F  Feucrstein-Fedorowicz, 
New York 1976. 
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eee Ribs 
13 Bfel ad 
14 BRabl Bab7 
15 Ad2 c4= 


Denker: Benko, US Open Ch 
1969. 
B2 


4 
4 


4 ~y 
Z i- 


ees Ag7 

8... 4)bd7 9 Qh3 transposes to 
variation B22 after9... 7, but 
if Black plays to win the d~pawn he 
runs into serious trouble: 9... 4)b6 
10 0-0 Qc4 and now: 
a) Il Hd2 Qxd5 12 Axd5 
&fxd5 13 e4 DHb4 14 €5! Ag7 15 
ed ed 16 a3 0-0 17 Qg2! Ha7 18 
&)c4t Polugayevsky-Szabo, Buda- 
pest 1975. 
b) 11 b3 9 xd52 (11... 2)bxd5 12 
be &)xc3 13 Y%c2 S)a4 14 Abl +) 
12 |xd5 |bxd5 13 e4 Hc7 145 
de 15 &)xe5 Qe7 16 Ye2 e6 17 
Qe3 Afd5 18 Axc5 c3 19 Yel 
G)xa2 20 BRdl xd! 21 ¥xdl 


Axc5 22 f4 Qi 23 Wd6 1-0 
Timman-Stean, Teesside 1975. 
9 Qh3 

This move has become quite 
popular since 1975. On h3 the 
&)g4 and 
interferes with some of Black’s 
traditional ideas (c.g. putting a 
rook on c8, playing ... 4)c8-c7 
while the other knight is still on d7, 


bishop prevents 


etc.) 

B21 9... 0-0 

B22 9... &ybd7 

B21 
Di ee 0-0 
10 0-0 &\bd7 


a) 10... HeB 11 We2 Hc7 12 
Hdl Qc8 13 Axc8 Yxc8 14 Bg2 
Yb7 15 Qg5 He8 16 e4 Hd7 17 
Mabl Hab 18 a3+ Kraidman- 
Damjanovic, Beersheba 1976. 
b) 10... %b6 11 Rb] Ac8B 12 
£.xc8 A xc8 13 c4 A)bd7 14h3 h6 
15 Ad2 a6 16 Rel Hb617b3+ 
Hort-Diesen, Hastings 1974/75. 
1] Y¥c2 Yad 
a) 11... Qc4!? 12 Hdl Ha7 13 e4 
YYa8 14 a3 Bb8 15 |d2 Nab 16 
Afl Rab717 Ra2 Qxfl 18 Axfl 
B\e8 19 b3 Yab6 20 Ad] We2 21 
Yc4 YWh500 Furman-Geller, 
Spartakiad 1975. 
b) Il ... We7 12 Hdl fs 
13 Bbl Ab4 (13... Db6 14 b3 
Qc8B 15 AxcB YWxcB 16 GHeg2 
Y¥a6 17 Qb2 c4 18 b4+ Furman- 
Barle, Portoroz/Ljubljana 1975) 
14b3 Hab8 15 Qa3 B4b7 16 Ab2 
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a5 17 Bal Bb4 18 Aya4 Yb5 19 
G)c3. Yb7 20 c4k Vaganian- 
Vasyukov, Vilnius 1975. 

c) 11... Hb 12 Adl Qc8B 13 
Be2 Det 14 Bbl Aec4 15 Ac4 
Eyge5 16 &)xe5 &xe5 17 Hc3 
%a5 18b3 Q 19 Qe4 QAxe4 20 
G)xe4 #yxa2 21 Wxra2 BRxadt 


Lapenis—Mochalov, Spartakiad 
1975. 
d) 11... h5?! 12 Beg5! (12 Bdl 


Ya5 13 Ag5 Det 14 Ge2 Hfe8 15 
G)d2 Qde5 16 Bacl Qc8 17 Bl 
QH 18 e4 Qc8B 19 |b3 Yb600 
Botterill-Webb, Birmingham 
1975) 12 ... Bg4 (so far as in 
Timman-Webb, London _ 1975) 
and now 13 @h1 a5 14 f3 Aged 
15 f4 +-Webb. 
12 Qd2 
12 Ad] Bfb8 13 Abl Abb 14 
Qd2 (14 b3 Qc8B followed by 15 
 Afd7) 14... Ac4 15 Bel 
Ha7 16 Qd2 |xd2 17 Qxd2 
&)e8 18 a4 Hab7 19 b3 Y¥c7 20 
Afl Wd7 21 e4 Axfl 22 Bxfl 
Y¥yh300 Kraidman-R. Jamieson, 
Haifa Olympiad 1976. 
De enacts EB fb8 
13 b3?! 
Hort suggests 13 Babl or 13 
Rfd1. 


1Si eee Yb4! 
Not 13... c4? 14 &d4! 
14 Babl c4! 
15: Hicl 
15 4)d4? ch. 


ts eee GYc5 


16 S)a4 cb 

17 ab wWe4 

18 &)xc5 dc 

19 fl wx c2 
-} 


Hort-E. Meyer, US Open Ch 
1974. 
20 BRxc2? c4= 
B22 
9 siics G\bd7 (43) 


4 
vA 
J 


Yj, “ES Zt 
mA: 


Z 


Vi, PO cath 
ALiZ i 


Oe Y 
; lee 
yx YY 


10 0-0 &Yb6 

. a5 11 Hel (11 Hd2 0-0 
12 Y¥ce2 c4 13 Rb] |)b6= Szabo- 
Bronstein, Budapest-Moscow 
match 1971) 11...0-012e4 S)b6 
13 e5! |e8 14 Af4 Ayc4 15 Hcl 
Y¥c7 16 ed ed 17 Qh6 + Navarov- 
szky—Georgadze, Tbilisi 1971. 

ll Hel 

11 Y%c2 0-0 12 Rdl Yc7 13 e4 

Hfb8 14 Abl Dfd7 15 b3 Sye5 16 
E)xe5 Qxe5 17 Qbh2 Ad7co 
Osnos-—Palatnik, USSR 1973. 

ll... 0-0 

12 Qf 
a) 12 a3?! Y%c7 13 Bbl Dfd7 14 
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Qe2 Bfb8 15 Dd2 Syc5 16 We2 
c400. ©6Hort-Bellon, Las Palmas 
1975. 
b) 12 Qg2 d7 13 |d2 Htbs 14 
Yc2 Qb715e4 He4 16h3 He5 17 
f4 Eec4 18 &)xc4 |xc4 19 b3 
Qd4+ 20 @h2 Ha3= Szabo- 
Vasyukov, Wijk aan Zee 1973. 
c) 12 e4 Aid7 13 YHe2 Dc4 14 Hl 
Y%a515 Axc4 QAxc4 16 Ad2 Yab 
17 Af4 Afb 18 cS Y%b7 19 Wed 
2)b6 20 Hed] Bd8 21 b3 de 22 
&xe5 Qxd5 23 Axd5 Bxd5 24 
Hxd5 xd5 25 QAxg7 @xe7F 
Gerusel-Miles, Bad Lauterburg 
1977. 

Pale &\fd7 
a) The game Szabo-Toran, Mont- 
illa 1975 (last round) concluded 12 
. e+ Syh5 13 Qcl HS 14 Als Hhd 
15 Acl 4-4 
b) 12... De4 13 Wel Yad 14 
Bibl Bab8 15 4)d2 4)xb2! (15... 
&\e5 16 Q.xe5 de 17 YHc2 Hfd8 18 
Qe2 Ah6 19 Hed! Bd7 20 d6 c6 
21 Qc6+ Kraidman-Bellon, 
Haifa Olympiad 1976) 16 4)b3 
YWa3!17 Yxb2 &xb2 18 BR xb2c4 
19 Qd2 cb 20 Rxb3 Bxb3 21 ah 


Hb8 22 Rb! J)e8. It is difficult to 
see how White can keep his extra 
pawn. Analysis by Liberzon. 

13 %¥cl 
a) 13 e4 Syc4 14 Hc2 Hded 15 
Qxe5 &xe5 16 |xed5 Mxe5 17 
Afl Ya5 18 Axa6 Rxab6 19 He2 
Bb800 Williams-Day, Haifa 
Olympiad 1976. 
b) 13 Rel Dc4 14b3 4 ce5 (14... 
&)a3!?) 15 &)xe5 xed 16 HWd2 
Qc8 17 Ag2 He8 18 h3 Yb6 19 
Bee2 Qf 20 Het Heb8 21 g4a0 
Ree-Hjertenes, Haifa Olympiad 
1976. 


ibe iareree Qb7 
14 e4 EYc4 
15 Qhé! 
Szabo-Bellon, Montilla 1975 


went 15 Qxd7 Yxd7 16 b3 4ya3 
17 Qh6 4 c2! F. 
Go aearen &)de5 
15... Q&xh6 16 Yxh6+ 
G)xb2?? 17 {.xd7 followed by 18 
SNe5 + +. 


16 &)xc5 &)xe5 
17 Axe? = A|f3+ 
18 @hl+ 


10 11 bil 


1 d4 Df6 2 c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4 ch a6 5 
ba &.xa6 6 4\c3 d6 7 g3 6 8 Ag? 
Ag7 9 |f3 0-0 10 0-0 Hbd7 11 
Ebl (44) 


ZZ yf La: 
ARTZ 


Le 4 
Yy Yy 
‘7 Y) G 
YY «Y 


White tries to consolidate his 
Q-side, defending the b-pawn and 
removing his rook from the al-h8 
diagonal in preparation for an 
eventual b3. Black’s most natural 
plan is to put pressure on the 
a-pawn which is now not so well 
protected. 

bd: ga Yad 
a) 11... %b6 12 Y¥c2 transposes to 
chapter 11 and 12 h3 to chapter 13, 
but not 12 Qd2? Ac4 13 b3 A xd5 
14 &)xd5 &xd5 15 Q.g5 e6, when 


Black has won back the pawn (+). 
G. Johansson—Westerinen, Dresden 
1969. 
b) 11... e712 Y¥c2 transposes to 
chapter 11, 12 Hel to chapter 12 
and 12 h3 to chapter 13. 
c) 11... HeB?! 12 Ad2 Abb 13b3 
S\c7 14 Hh4 Qb7 (14... f5!?) 15 
e4 Qxc3?! (15... Qa6 16 Hel 
c4oo-Benko) 16 Qxc3 Rxa2 17 
Yel ADb5 18 Qb2+ Mukhin- 
Georgadze, USSR 1972. 
d) 11... Ab6 12 b3 He8 13 Ab2 
(13 S.d2 transposes to (c) above) 
13... De7 14 h3 Wd7 15 Yyd2 
Ha7 16 Bfel DbS5 17 Bxbd 
Y%xb5 18 Axg7 @xeg7 19 a4 Web 
20 e4t Pytel-Bielczyk, Polish Ch 
1975. 
12 a3 

White attempts to reduce the 
pressure on his a—pawn. 
a) 12 ¥c2 transposes to chapter 11. 
b) 12 Qd2 Hfb8 13 Yc2 trans- 
poses to the Hasin-Berezin game in 
chapter 11. 
c) 12 b3?! De8! (12... Hxc3?! 13 
Qd2 Qxe2 14 Wxe2d We2 15 


4 11 Bol 


Yxe7+) 13 Hat Abd! 14 Ned 
&xa4 15 ba SNef6 16 Rb7 Ya6! 17 
Bb3 (17 Bc7 Y%b6 18 Hc6 Yad 
followed by 19... Db8 or 19... 
Btb8; 17 Y%bl Hts 18 Bxbs 
Exb8 19 %c2 Bb4) 17... xa4 
18 Qh3h6 19 A xf6 4)xf6 20 Hb7 
Afe8+  Meinsohn-Ghizdavu, 
France-Romania match 1973. 
12s sar i fb8 (45) 
13 Qd2 
a) 13 £\d2?! a7 14 Sya2 Yc7 15 
b4?! Qb5 16 S\c3 cb 17 S)xb5 
Bxb5 18 Hxb4 BRxb4 19 ab 
Ha2= Barandregt-Bukal, Zagreb 
1971. 
b) 13 Hel 


Laver—Benko game in chapter 12. 


transposes to the 


Ae 


2) a= ae 


Lh i WY, a 
ey y” ae = 
da 


2S eH He 
13 ote £)e4 
14 Y¥c2 Ey4e5 
15 &xe5 Axedoo 


Akvist-Eskilsson, Sweden 1969, 
continued 16 b4? cb 17 ab ¥¥c7 18 
Hfcl Syc4 19 Bb3 Sxd2 20 
YYexd2 Y¥c4 21 Hcbl Bc8F. 


11 11 %¥c2 


1 d4 4)f6 2 c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4 ch a6 5 
ba &.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 g3 268 Qe? 
Qe7 9 Sf3 0-0 10 0-0 Dbd7 11 
Ye2 (46) 


7] OO 
4 
ane 


RR 
Nae 


The main line. White defends b2 
with the queen and vacates the d1 
square for the f] rook. Up to now 
Black has tried: 


All... ¥¥c7 
Bll... ¥¥b6 and 

Cll... Yad 

ll... Qet 12 Hel wad 


transposes to variation C. 
. SYb6 has yet to be tested. 
A. 
ED pcg Ye7 (47) 
This is the least energetic of the 


4 
4 
Z 
4 


aaa 
<F 
G 


ay fh 

i ia 
val MD 
a Le 


three queen moves but that does not 
necessarily mean it is the weakest. 
On c7 the black queen does not 
obstruct the d7 knight (as it does on 
b6) nor is it open to attack from 
White’s Qd2 (as it is on a5). 
Nevertheless, it usually results in 
positions in which Black’s counter- 
play is just a little too slow. 
12 Qdl 

a) 12 bl Y¥b7 transposes to 
variation B, while an interesting 
alternative is 12... S)b6!? 13 B)d2 
Hae8 14 Hdl e6 15de fe 16 S)de4 
GN{d50o Quinteros-Szabo, Vin- 
kovci 1970. 

b) 12 &g5 transposes to chapter 14. 
c) 12 Hel transposes to chapter 12. 


56 11 Y¥e2 


12 2.5 Efb8 

. S)b6 13 e4 Rae8 (playing 
for ... e6, just as in 
Quinteros-Szab6) 14 Rb1 e6 15 de 
Exe6 16 Ag5 He7 17 Aft HeB 
18 a4 Qxc3! 19 be Sc4oo 
Averkin-Bronstein, Odessa 1974. 

13 h3 

13 Eb! is also good for White, 

e.g. 
a) 13... Dg4 14 Qd2 Qc8B 15 b3 
Ya5 16.04 Yd8 17 h3 S)f6 18 Nel 
&\e8 19 S)b5 Q.a6 20 4)a3 Dbé6 21 
e4+ Averbakh—-Popov, Polanica 
Zdro} 1975. Whenever White can 
play b3 and a4 in safety he has a big 
advantage. 
b) 13... Rb4 14 Qd2 (not 14 b3 
c4!) 14... Bc815 Mel HWa7 16.a3 
Hd4? (16... Wbb8 17 b3+) 17 
Eybs5!++ (17 Axb5 18 
&)xd4) Buki¢-Bellon, Pula 1975. 

Leber EYb6 

14 e4 
a) 14 Rbl Qc4!= -Hort. 
b) 14 Qd2 |fd7 15 Bbl c8?! 
(better 15... )e5, threatening... 
c4 and ... 4)d3) 16 b3 ¥¥a5 17 
Qb2+ Korchnoi-Gurgenidze, 
24th USSR Ch 1957. 

Te oA EYfd7 

15 Bbl G\c4?! 

Better is 15... c4!?—Hort. 

16 b3! Wad 

. Nce5 17 |xe5 Qxe5?! 
18 Qc3!+ (instead, Hort—Calvo, 
Las Palmas 1973 went 18 Qd2?! 
Qd4! 19 Qel Wa7 20 a4 Hed 21 


Afl AB+ 22 Se2 Axfl+ 23 


®@xfl, when 23 ... 8xel 24 
&xel &xc3 25 %xc3 Bb4 would 
have offered roughly equal 
chances). 

17 be x3 

18 ¥&xc3 Qxc3 

19 Qd2 

+ according to Hort. 
1: eae Af6 
20 Afl Ac&BFE 


according to Benko. 


lia 
a 


‘f 
le oi ty 
mG 


Here Black’s queen _ exerts 
pressure along the b-file but it gets 
in the way of the d7 knight. 
Bl 12 Bbl 
B2 12 Hdl 
B3 12 Hel 
B4 12 h3 
Bl 
12 8bl Yb7 

Increasing the pressure on d5 
while still keeping an eye on b2. 
The text also clears the way for... 
&)b6 in some lines. 


a) 12... Q04? 13 |d2 Qaé (only 
now did Black realise that 13... 
& Xxa2 loses to 14 Bal) 1463 Btb8 
15 Qb2++ Szily-Foldy, Bud- 
apest 1973. Black cannot afford to 
squander two tempi. 
b) 12... Hfb8 13 b3 De8 (13... 
E)g4 14 Qb2 c4?! was played in 
Cooper-Biriescu, Teesside 1973, 
and now Kotov suggests 15 be 
Qxc4 16 Malt) 14 Dd2 (14 Ad2 
Syc7 15 Bfdl Syb5 16 4xbd 
Qxb5 17 Qf4 Ha3co Forintos- 
Milhailjcisin, Debrecen 1969) 14 
. Ya5? 15 Ab2 c416 Afcl Hed 
17 Qal+ Korchnoi-Quinteros, 
Leningrad Interzonal 1973. 


13 Qed 
13 Adl Ac4! (now this move 
works because Black’s queen 


attacks d5) 14 b3 (or 14 4 d2 
Qxa2 15 Hal Qxd5 FF) 14... 
&xd5 15 Axd5 Dxd5 Fz. 
ile, eae EYb6 
. &c4 is now very risky 
because of 14 S)d2 Qxa2 15 Hal 
&xd5 16 &)xd5 &xd5 17 Qxe7. 


14 &xf6 
If 14 Bfdl Ac4 or 14 
E)fxd5. 
14... Qxf6 
15 Bfdl Q xc3! 
16 be 


16 ¥xc3 is also met by 16... 
Qc4, winning back the pawn. 


16... Ne4 
17 Bb2 YYa6 
18 Y%e4 woa4 
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19 Rdbl  .Qxd5! 
Weak is 19... 4)xd5 20 4)d2 
Q.xa221 Hal Axc3 22 We3 Hd4 
93 &xd4 cd 24 Qxa8 Rxa8 25 
Eye4 | xe4 26 Bbxa2t+ O. 


Jakobsen-Westerinen, Lidkoping 
1969. 

20 Yxe7 &)c4+ Benko 
B2 

12 Hdl (49) 


Le y ae Wy 


"s ee 
eat 


13 h3 
13 bl and now: 

al) 13... HeB 14 Red Wd8 15 
Afl h6 16 Ad2 4yc7 17 b3 Db6 18 
e4 Qxfl 19 &xfl YWd7 20 Hel 
@Bh7 21 Beg2 e6= Vuki¢-Benko, 
Sarajevo 1967 (for the complete 
game score see chapter 1, page 13). 
a2) 13... DeB 14 D|d2 Ac7 15 
h3 4)b5 16 Syc4 Ya7 17 4xb5 
Axb5 18 a3 Lab 19 b3 Yb7 20 
Qb2 HG 21 03 Wh4 22 Fc4 
Qxc4 23 Qxf6 OxfE 24 be 
Ya5= Csom-Gligori¢, Ljubljana 
1973. 

b)13...g4 14 Qd2 Dge5 (or 14 


58 11 ¥¥e2 


c4 #15 fel Ac5= 
Marovic-Udoveité, Yugoslav Ch 
1962) 15 Axed |xe5 16 b3 Ac8 
17 h3 ¥Y¥a6 18 {4 Dd7 19 e3 Y¥a300 
Vukic-Djuki¢, Sarajevo 1973. 

18 ses EY\c8 

14 e4 

14 Ye?! Yd8 15 Yc2 Sc7 16 

e4 &)b5 17 Qed A|d4F Shul- 
Gaprindashvili, 4-final USSR 
Armed Forces Ch 1975 (I regret 
that I cannot state exactly in which 
branch of the armed forces World 
Champion Nona _ Gaprindashvili 
fights). | 

14... SY\c7 

15 Bel &Yb5 co 

Marovic-Mihailjtisin, Cateske 

Toplice 1967. 
B3 

12 Gel (50) 


et 
wate 


olatade 


CA 
E3 


2? hte mG ibys 
12 ... Het 13 h3 A|eed 14 
E)xe5 QMxe5 (14 ... xe5 is 
better) 15 @h2 Hfb8 16 Rb] Ad4 
17 e3 Qf6 18 f4t Bohnsch- 
Manetta, Bad Berleburg 1975. 


13 Qh3 
Preventing... 
the bishop on a more 
diagonal. This idea has already 
been encountered in chapter 9. 
13 h3 Se8 14 e4 Yb4?! (better 
.c7) 15 Ddi He5 16 Qd2 
Yc4! 17. Qc3  (Bokor-Bilek, 
Budapest 1965) 17 . %d3! 18 
ex d3 &\xd3= - Benko 
1S a4 Yb4 


é)e4 and putting 
active 


An interesting idea is 13... h5!? 
followed by... Aeg4. 
14 e4 Ac4 
15 ed de 
16 4)xe5 EY) xe5 
17 Bxed 
Farago-Bilek, Budapest 1964. 
iy eee Ba7oo 
B4 
12 h3 (57) 


2a: E fb8 

. Y%b7 13 Bdl Qc4?! 14 
E)d2 Eb6 15 &xc4 }&xc4 16 
Afl+ Csom-Sax, Hungarian Ch 
1971. 

13 Bel 


13 &bl1 should be met by 13... 
‘Y’b7 as in variation B1, but not 13 
. Ac4? 14 Ad2 Qab6 15 b3+ 
Gulbrandsen-Akvist, Eskjo 1975. 
It is amazing how easy it is to 
overlook this loss of two tempi. 
Lid acy. Eye8 
14 h4 
Attempting to take advantage of 


the fact that Black’s knights are . 
. C212 Ags 


wandering towards the Q-side. 
ie eee &Yc7 
15 hd 56 


Black’s K-side is quite secure and 
Q-side attack is about to 
commence.  Filep-Mihailjcisin, 
Debrecen 1967. 
C 


Vs. 4 % 
Y L2G 
_ 

wee 


‘he most popular move and the 
most active. Benko points out that 
on a5 the black queen is more 
exposed than on b6 or c7, and that 
if White plays {.d2 Black must be 
on the lookout for discovered 
attacks unleashed by the c3 
knight, but since c3 is the best 
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square for the knight (unless 
White is allowed the luxury of a4 
and &)b5) Black does not have 
very much to fear. The same is 
true of many other Benko Gambit 
positions in which Black’s queen is 
on a5-the move Qd2 rarely 
carries any threat. 

White now has: 


Cl 12 h3 


C3 12 Abi 
C4 12 Hel 


. C5 12 dl 


C6 12 Qd?2 and 
e C7 12 &)d2 
Cl 
12 h3 (53) 


TT 


ff 
ZG 


. Ofb8 13 Adl Abo 14 
&)d2 Qc4 15 e4 HeB 16 f4 Ad4+ 
17 @h2 Syc7 18.a4 Qxc3 19 Axc4 
&)xc4 20 be )b5 21 Ql Yxc3 F 
K. Grigorian—Tseshkovsky, Kish- 
inev 1975. 
C2 

12 Qg5 (54) 


60 11 ¥c2 


a pa rm 
mo A 


A pointless move when Black’s 
knight has not yet moved from f6. 
... Hfb8 13 Babl Abb 14 
Bfd] h6 15 Qd2 4c4 16 Hel He8 
17 Y%cl Qc8B 18 b3 Ha3 19 Rb2 
E\b5 20 Bc2 Axc3 21 LN xc3 
Q.xc3 22 Bxc3 Yxa2 23 Y&xh6 
Mxb3= Zheliandinov -Sher- 
eshevskv, USSR Armed Forces Ch 
Vilnius 1974. 
C3 


7, oe 
— 

wf 

os oe 


none 


Pe ate tb8 
a) 12... Dg413 Hod Bick 14 


Wd2 Bde5 15 xe5 Sxe5 16 
Qhé c4 17 Hel Qh8 18 Qh3 
&)xb2! 19 Het Wxa2 20 Ded 
Qc821 Ral Yxal 22 Wf Af 23 
HAxal Bxal+++ Babev-Popov, 
Bulgarian Ch 1974. . 
b) Browne prefers 12... 
when 13 Hdl 
variation C5. 
13 Qd2 

a) 13 Hdl bb is similar to the 
Padevski-Browne game in the text. 
b) 13 Bel h6? (13... Ags 
followed by GYgc5 is also 
possible-the move ... h6 suggests 
that Black was lost for a decent 
plan) 14 Qh3 Qc4 15 \d2 (15 b3 
&)xd5 16 &)xd5 Qxd5 17 &xd7 
AQ.xI3 18 Bd2 %c7 F) 15... Hb6 
16 &)xc4 (16e4 DcB) 16...xc4 
17 Hdl cB 18 Ad7 Axc3! 19 
be Exbl 20 Y%xbl ASF 
Podgaycts: Peev, Varna 1972. It is 


most unusual for two knights to be 


E)b6 


transposes to 


so much better than two bishops. 

| ere EYb6 
a) 13... %¥e7 wastes time: 14 Dg5 
ENb6 15 b3 Yb7 16 Afdl Ba7 17 
el %a8 18 h3 Zyc8 19 a4 Ac7 20 
adSt+  Hasin~-Berezin,  4--final 
Moscow Ch 1962. 

eB 14 Aicl He7 15 b3 
YWa3 16 Y%ed4 (Korelov Marmo- 
shin, Burevestnik TU Ch 1972) and 
BYc5!? F 

. Ne transposes to chapter 
10 atter 14 a3. 
d) Browne prefers 13... 


now 16... 


Rb7 or 13 


. «+ Ha7 which do not allow White 
to force a draw. 
14 b3 Ya3 
Otherwise comes 15 a4+ 
15 Acl 
White must take 
otherwise he gets the inferior 
position. e.g. 15 Hel Mb7 16 e4 
&)fd7 followed by ... c4 or... 
Qa6. Analysis by Browne. 
Ose ees Yad 
15... Wb4 16 a3 Yeg4 17 h3 


the draw, 


Yd7 18 Hdl followed by 
e4 + -Browne. 

16 Qd2 Ya3 

17 &Acl 4-} 
Padevski-Browne, Sarajevo 
1970. 


PO eats Hfb8 
a) 12... Hg4 13 Qd2 Aths 
transposcs to the text. 
b) 12... S)b6 13 e4? |fd7 14 Ned 
Bfe8 15 Dd2 (15 Ad2 c4! or 15 
Had] &\c4 16 Qcl S)a3!-Benko) 
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15 ... Hed 16 Hb3 Md3dF 
Lorinczi-Browne, Siegen Olym- 
piad 1970. 

13 QAd2 


13 E)d2 Ae8B 14 Ayb3 YY¥b4 15 
&)d2 E\c7 16.a3 ¥¥a517 Bbl c418 
&)de4 (18 e4 S\c5 and... 8)d3) 18 
...8)xd5 19 Ad2 2)xc3 20 &)xc3 


Ha7+ Haigh-Vogt, Skopje 
Olympiad 1972. 
Se acne 6 )e4 
14 b3 
There seems little point in 


playing h3 since Black intends 14 
GNge5 anyway. The game 
Plachetka—Peev, Stary Smokovenc 
1972, continued (14 h3 4)ge5) 15 
&)xe5 A xe5 16 Hdl ¥¥b617 Qc3 
&\c4 18 Qxg7 Oxe7 19 b3 Ha5 
20 Y%c3+ Y%xc3 21 2)xc3 Bya3 22 
Hacl c4 23 be (23 S)bl &)xbl 24 
ER xbl cb) 23... Xxc4 24e4 Hb2 
25 Afl Hc2!! 26 Hed] (26 Axc4 
&)xel27 Axel BRc2) 26... A xf 
27 Ad2 Wc8!F F. 
The text move makes better use 
of the tempo. 


TAR ees EYge5 
15 &)xe5 E)xe5 
16 Babl Ya3 


16... &c8?! 17 a4 At 18 Het 
Qxe4 19 Yxed4 1 20 YWe2+ 
Ree-Popov, Wijk aan Zee 1975. 

Now Black threatens 17... c4. 

17 Acl Wad 
18 Qd2Q= 

18 a4 c4F or 18 a3 }| 3+! 19 

AxfB (19 ef Y%xc3 20 %xc3 


62 I] Y4¥e2 


Qxc3FF) 19 %xc3 20 
wxe3 Qxc3 21 Bdl c4 22 b4 
Oboe: 
C5 

12 Ydl (57 


YY), adit AG 
i Dat et 
a j 


The most natural follow-up to 
Yc2 and the most popular move, 
especially after Hort employed it 
successfully against Benko at the 
1974 US Open Championship. 

eae ENDO! 

The most accurate move. It is 
interesting to note that Browne, a 
leading exponent of the Benko 
Gambit, usually prefers to play... 
E)b6 before moving his f rook to b8 
because there is no easy way for 
White to prevent. . .c4or... &)c4. 
Also, if Black moves his {6 knight he 
will be able to answer Q.g5 with... 
Hfe8 without loss of time. 

.. Ofb8 has been the more 
popular choice up to now: 
a) 13 Qd2 |Hc8B 14 Qh3 (pre- 
venting ... c4 followed by 
S\c5) 14... Qc8B (14... Hb6 15 
b3 or 15 a4! and the b6 knight is 


virtually useless) 15 Mel )c7 16 €3 
4 (16... a6?! 17 Qf Yb7 18 
Habl Syb6 19 e4 Des 20 Qe2t 
Hort-Benko, US Open Ch 1974) 
: E\d4 Qxd4 18 Axd4 Se5 (or 
. &)b6) and (1) ‘Black has 
ee for the minor 
exchange’-Benko; (2) ‘White is 
always better’—Hort. 
b) 13 e4?! Det 14 Ad2 c4!F 15 
GNb1 Exb2!+ White should 
always beware of ...c4 and. 
&\d3 as a possible response to e4. 
c) 13h3 He8 14 Hd2 Ac7 15 Al 
Yb6 16 Qcl Sb5 17 &xb5 
Qxb5 18 a4?! Bab 19 a5? Y¥d8 


20 fa2 Qb7 21 c4 Wxrad5F 
Zhukovitsky- Dzhindzhihashvili, 


4-final 37th USSR Ch 1969. It is 
all very well to advance the passed 
a~pawn but if it 
supported it will soon be lost. 
d) 13 bl (when Black cannot 
reply ... Y4b7 this move might 
work. cf variauon Bl!) 13... Ba7 
14 Qd2 Ac8 15 Qh3 Yd8 16 b3 
E\c7 17 a4 Bab7 18 c4 &c5 19 
E)xe5 Mxed 20 Bat 
Forintos-Anikayev, ‘Sochi 1974. 
White has been allowed to establish 
the (almost winning) formation on 
b3 and a4. 

13 bl 
a) 13 b3?? Sfxd5F +. 
b) 13 Qyd2 c4o0. 

IS eda EYc4 

By adopting the most precise 


cannot be 


order of moves Black has succeeded 


in establishing this knight on its 
ileal square before White has had 
time for b3. 
14 Ayd2 
15 Qh3?! 
The knight is heading for b6 in 
any event and White's bishop is 


G)d7 


needed on the long diagonal in 
order tosupport the d~pawn. Better 
was 15 )xc4 & xctoo. 


eee Eydb6 
16 a3 &)xd2 
17 b4? E)xbl! 
18 Y¥xbl 


18 ba &)xc3 19 ab &)xdl1 20 
Yxd!l Bs Fs. 


1S) ¢ GYxd5 

19 &)xd5_—s cb 

20 ab wed8 

21 Qe5 Hc8 

22-5 Ab7 FF 

Forintos-Brownc, Skopje 1970. 

C6 

12 Qd2 (58) 


y: 


Z 


4 
z 


‘The most direct way to try to 
embarass the black queen. 
ks Hfb8 
13 Babl 
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13 &fbl is an artificial attempt 
to support both Q-side pawns. 
White will soon discover that his al 
rook is severely restricted: 13... 
&)e4 14h3 S ged 15 S)xe5 SG) xe5 
16 b3 ¥%a3 17 Qcl Wad 18 Ab2 
(White can play for the draw by 18 
Qd2 but Black can try for more 
with 18... c4) 18... c4 19 De4 
(hoping to find time for f4 followed 
by exchanging bishops) 19 ... 
YY xa2!! 20 Yel! (20 A xa2 ch 21 
“Y¥d1 ba FF). So far we have been 
following the game L. Grigorian- 
Platonov, USSR 1974, and now 20 

. &xb3lt 

loa a. GYb6 

We have transposcd to variation 
C3. 

Instead, Ivkov-Miles, Novi Sad 
1975, went 13... Y¥c7 (losing a 
tempo) 14 Alel! &c4! 15 b3 
Qxd5 16 &xd5 Fxd5 17 Helt 
but White was unable to make use 
of his advantage and_ Black 
eventually got the upper hand. 
C7 

12 Zd2 (59) 


59 


a 


Yi, 
ae 


64 11 Y4c2 


Vane E fb8 
Also satisfactory is 12... Se8 13 
G)b3 YH%c7 14 Ags ed 15 Hadl 
£6 16 Hfel tb8 17 Wcl }fd7 
18 h3 4)c4F Segal-Benko, Sao 
Paulo 1973. 


13 h3 5ye8 
14 a3?! BYc7 
15 Hel Eyb5 
16 &xb5 =Qxb5F 


Gavrilov-Lomaya, USSR 1972, 
continued 17 Rb1 c4 18 43 4)c5 
19 Qe3 Ya4 20 Yxa4 J xaé4 21 
Qd4 Qd7 22 Qxg7 Oxe7 23 
&)d2 &)xb2 24 Becl Bb525 Hc3 
Hc8 26 Rbcl Bb7 27 Ql Abd 
28 Rb] Bab 29 «4 Sf6 30 Bc2 
Hcb8 31 4)xc4 4xc4 32 Bxb7 
Hxb7 33 Axc4 He7 34 Qd3 
Hxc2 35 Axc2 Bed (60) 

Black is a pawn down but because 
of his well placed king he has a 
distinct advantage (possibly even a 
forced win). 36 {3 @d4 37 @f2 
Ab5 38 a4 Ad7 39 Bc2 Hc3 40 
Qdl (40 @dl Qxh3 41 a5 All) 

. Bb4 41 Gd (after 41 24 g5 


GS 


nag 


Ui 7 
oi” 
ow 


and 42... Qxa4 43 Axa4 @xa4 
the pawn ending is a win for Black) 

. &xh3 42 ¢4 Afl+ 43 Be3 
{6 44 f4 h6 45 @d4 a6 46 e5 Af 
47 Qc2 Qed 48 ef ef 49 g5 hg 50 fe 
fe 51 Axg6 @xa4 52 Bet Ob4 53 
Qf? Sct 54 SF 24 55 Sit Od4 
56 Heb Af3 57 Be3 Bed 58 Axe4 
(58 Qe8 Axd5 etc.) 58... Axg4 
0-1. Asupreme example of the rule 
that Benko Gambit endings become 
more favourable for Black as more 
pieces are exchanged. White’s 
pawn structure is always ripe for 
invasion by Black’s king via g7, f6 
and c5. 


12 11 Hel 


1 d4 Df6 2 c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4 cb a6 5 
ba &.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 g3 g6 8 Aged 
387 9 £63 0-0 10 0-0 2ybd7 11 
Hel (6) 


White releases himself from the 
pin on the e-pawn and prepares the 
advance e4. This will give Black the 
opportunity to capitalize on the 
vulnerability of the d3 square by 
manoeuvering one of his knights 
there, and the presence of light 
squared bishops on the board will 
help Black in this respect since his 
a6 bishop supports d3_ while 
White’s g2 bishop does not. 

A ll... ¥b6 
Bll... a5 


Cll... ¥c7 
D 11... 8b6 


. &)c8 is too slow: 12 e4 
&)c7 13 Qf4 Yb8 (this position can 
also arise via the move order 11]... 
YYb8 12 e4 Se8 13 Af4 Bc7) 14 
Yel Bb5 15 Mh3! Bb6 16 &)xb5 
Qxb5 17 Qh6+ Pfleger-Rogoff, 
Haifa 1970. 


12 h3 
a) 12 ¥e2 transposes to chapter 11. 
b) 12 Abl Afb8 13 h3 Se8 14 
QHd2 (14 “%e2 c7 transposes to 
the text) 14... 2)c7 15 b3 4/6 16 


66 J] Bel 


SYh2 Qb7 17 c4 e6 18 de Yxeboo 
Liebert-Mihailjcisin, Dresden 
1969. 
c) 12 e4? Zyg4 (en route for d3 via 
e5) and now: 
cl) 13 Y%e2 Hfb8 14 h3 (14 b3 c4! 
or 14 bl c4!, in each case 
threatening both ... &xc3 and 
. Yxf2+) 14... Yge5 15 xed 
&)xe5 16 b3? (16 Hdl was forced) 
16... &d3 17 dl c4!F 
Aspler—Benko, Vancouver 1971. 
c2) 13 h3 Sge5 14 Dat Yb7 15 
He3 2 xf3+ 16 Wxf8 Abd 17 
2\c3 Qc4 18 Afl Axfl 19 xl 
Hifb8 20 Jd] Qd4 21 a4 He5F 
Karlsson-Akvist, Sweden 1970. 
ere Hfb8 
. Ne8 13 YHe2 Sc7 14 e4? 
Hfb8 transposes to the next note. 
13 Ye2 
13 e42 Be8! 14 YHe2 AHc7 15 
Hbl1.(15 Qg5 h6! 16 Qxe7 Be! 
and the bishop has no moves) 15 
. Sb5 16 xb5 (16 Qd2 |d4 
17 dl 4xf+ 18 Ax Ded F) 
6... 8.xb517 He3 (17 Qt Wab 
18 Re3 Yxa2 19e5 Hab 20 bel 
&)f8— Fernandez—Donner, 
Havana 1971) 17... Bxa2 18 
Ha3 Hxa3 19 ba tab 20 4d2 
Qd4! + Thorbergsson-Gheorghiu, 
Reykjavik 1972. 


13 wks Eye8 
14 Bbl &Yc7 
15 Mes! Se 


a) 15...h616 Qxe7 He8 17 Qh4 
g5 18 Q&xg5 hg 19 &xg5oo 


Probably four pawns are worth 
more than the piece in this position. 
b) 15... He8 (if this is Black’s best 
move then 15 Qg5! is overwhelm- 
ing) 16 4d2 Qc4 17 a3 Yb3 18 e4 
&)e5 19 &)xe5 A xe5 20 Aft Ad4 
21 Re3 Ne7 22 e5 Hab8 23 Af4+ 
Szabo-Kozomara, Sarajevo 1963. 
c) 15... Db5 16 Axe7!? (6 17 4 
@t7 18 e5 @xe7 19 ef+ + Bxfb 20 
4\g5 gives White a strong attack for 


the piece. 

16 Wd2 GYb5 
17 Qhé GY)xc3 
18 &xc3 EYf6 
19 Qxg7+ @xeg7 
20 e4 Yeb4 
21 %xb4 Hxb4 
22-65: 


K. Grigorian—Georgadze, 40th 
USSR Ch 1972. 
B 


UW xe 
Va Vow 
Ye, Cae 
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12 bl 
a) 12 Y¥e2 transposes to chapter 11. 
b) 12 Qd2 Hfb8 13 Hc2 Yb6 14 
Heb! (both sides have lost a tempo, 
White with Hel and Hebl, Black 


with... Wa5and... Yb6) 14... 
Qb7 15 e4 Hg4 16 Hdl Mab 17 
Ho3 Hged 18 Hel c4.19 Wd2 Sc5 
20 Eyc2 YHc7 21 HAb4 Nb5 22 He3 
£)a4 = Johannessen-Akvist, Oslo 
1974. 

c) 12h3 Bfb8 13 e4 (13 Hc2?! Qc! 
14 E)d2 Zyb6 15 e4 }fd7 16 £4 
Qd4+ 17 Mh2 Qxc3 18 &xc4 
&)xc4 19 be a3 20 Qxa3 Yxa3 
21 Be2 c4 22 BWd2 AcoF 
Doroshkevich—Kozlov, RSFSR Ch 
1973) 13... eB 14 Hc2 Ac7 15 
Afl Axfl 168xfl Zb5 17 &xb5 
Y%xb5+ 18 Bg2 Ha4 19b3 Qxal 
20 bxa4 Y¥a6 = Whiteley-Webb, 
Hastings 1976 /77. 

d) 12 e4?! Zye4! 13 h3 Sged 14 
E)xe5 &xe5 15 Qfl Bhs8 16 
Axa6 Wxa6 17 Og2 Ad3dF 


Mista~Spiridonov, Cienfuegos 
1972. 
e) 12a3 Hfb8 13 Hb transposes to 
the text. 

Pi ious Hi fb8 

13 a3 


13 Qd2 Y¥d8 14 b3 Sye8 15 YHc2 
Ba7 16h4 Sef6 17 Rbdl Yc7 18 
Af4 h5 19 Hel Bab7 with con- 
siderable pressure for the pawn. 
Villaroel-Benko, Caracas 1970. 


LS! say Eye8 
Also good is 13... Ag4 14 Ad2 
Ac4 (14... Wb6 15 h3 Deged 16 


&)xe5 &)xe5 17 b3 Hb7 18 Yc2 
Hab8 19 Se4 Ba7 20 Ac3t 
Burger—Evans, US Open Ch 1971) 
15 cl Agi 16 AHh6 Mh8 17 
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&)\d2 Qa6 18 h3 c4= Shipov- 
Volovich, Burevestnik TUL Ch 
1965. 


14 Qd2 Act! ( (64) 


Be VU 
ae 


G 
a 


Tes G 
tat 
Gio 


its Ma 


“ae 
eon 


In return for the pawn Black has 
good play on the Q-side light 
squares in addition to the normal 
Benko Gambit counterplay. 


15 h3 Hab 
16 Syh2 
Laver-Benko, American Open 
Ch 1967. 
Kaipara Ebsh 


After Black doubles or triples on 
the b-file White faces a long 
rearguard action. 


68 11 Hel 


12 Hbl 
a) 12Q2d2 A|b6 13 As Hbs 
(better 13... S)c4!) 14 b3 Bg4 15 
Qd2 Sc8B 16 h3 |e5 17 xed 
Axe5 18 Hbl= Spassky—-Szabo, 
Goteborg 1971. 
b) 12 e4? Det 13 fl Qxfl 14 
Hxfl Rfb8 15 We2 Wb7 16 B)d2 
&)gf6 17 c4 ab 18 Hel Rb4F 


Rohrl-Toran, Clare’ Benedict 
1970. 
c) 12 h3 Sb6 13 e4 (13 Hbl 


transposes to note (b) in chapter 13) 
. E¥d7 14 YHe2 Syc4! 4-35 
Szabo-Toran, Kapfenberg 1970. 
d) 12 Ye2 Bfb8 13 Af? (13 h3) 
. Hc8 14 e4 Ages 15 Nxae 
Yxa6 16 Aff Aged 17 Axed 
&)xe5 18 Qxed5 Axe5F 
Trikaliotis-Toran, Siegen Olym- 
piad 1970. 
Vasa H tb8 
13 b3 
13 h3? 4)g4! (the very move that 
13 h3 was designed to prevent) 14 
Yc2 Bge5 15 |xe5 Sxe5 16 b3 
c4! 17 b4 4)d3!F O. Rodriguez- 
Bellon, Torremolinos 1975. 
bs area 6ye4 
14 Yc2 Hay 
White is a tempo up on the 
previous note and this deprives 
Black of Bellon’s tactical resource. 


15 h3 Eyge5 
16 8)xe5 &)xe5 
17 Qd2+ 


I. Szabo-Vogt, 
venc 1972, continued 17. 


Stary Smoko- 
. Hab7 


18 2)e4 Ab5 19 Nc3c420b4 Ra8 
21 Yb2 Rba7 22 Hal Ha3 23 
Becl ta7 24 Bc2 h6 25 @fl 
(threat 26 f4) 25... 5 26 Ad2 
Hc8 27 S)bl Bd3 28 ed cd 29 
&\xa3 de 30 )xb5 A xc3 31 A|xc3 
wYyed4 32 &xc2 Hxc3 33 Hdl 1-0. 


1 eee ENb6 (66) 


The text is more accurate than 12 
. Y%c7 since the black queen can 
later go to b6 or a5 in one move, 
thereby saving a tempo. 
12 e4 
12 Sd2 We7 13 | Hed 14 
YWe2 Bc4 15 h3 Aged 16 Hdl 
YYa5 17 a3 BAfb8 18 Ra2 Yb6 19 
f4 E)d7 20 Bh2 Yb3 21 Ned 
YYexc2 22 Axc2 &xb2 23 Axb2 
&c4F Averkin-Alburt, Odessa 
1974. 
12? gs EMd7 
13 Yc2 ENc4 
13... Ye7 (a wasted move) 14 
b3 c4?! 15 Qb2 Hfc8B (15... cb 
was more consistent) 16 b4 )e5 17 


E)yxe5 Qxe5 18 a4tk Wester- 
inen—Lundwall, Dieren 1970. 
14 &dl 
14 b3? Wad Fz. 
14... Wad 
15 S)d2 Eya3! 
16 ba Ye x3 


1] Bel 69 
17 &xc3 = A xc3 


White’s extra pawn is of no real 
value whereas Black’s c-pawn soon 
becomes quite dangerous. Aver- 
kin-Miles, Dubna 1976, continued 
18 Rbl c4 19 S|) f3 Bfb8 20 He3 
QAb2 21 Dd4 c3 22 Ql Hed F. 


13. 11 h3 


1 d4 S)f6 2c4c5 3d5b54cbab65 
ba {.xa6 6 4\c3 d6 7 93 268 Qe? 
Ae7 9 Sf3 0-0 10 0-0 S)bd7 11 h3 
(67) 


"Y 


Vs, “sh 


Vic ie Y 


As in chapter 6 the move h3 is 
designed to prevent the manoeuvre 
. &)g4 followed by ... Sged. 
Most games in which 12 h3 is 
played transpose to one of the other 
chapters in this section (chapters 
10-14) but a few lines have an 
independent significance. 
ty rere Yad 
a) 1... |b6 12 Hb! Qc4 13 
E)d2 Q xa2 14 4)xa2 Hxa?2 15 e4 
S)fd7 16 b3 Ya8 17 QP Abs 18 


e2 (it is a sad reflection on the 


fianchetto variation if White must 
redeploy his bishop in this way) 18 
. Bc3 19 B)c4 &xc4 20 Qxc4 
Ge5 21 Qed Ya7 22 Aft Dxc4 
23 bxc4 Qd4F Estevez -Vasy- 
ukov, Cienfuegos 1975. 
b) 11... 4%e7 (probably too slow) 
12 Rbl |b6 13 b3 Atb8 14 Qb2 
Ha715 Bel Bab7 16 yd2 Sybd7 
17 a3 Wad 18 YWe2+ Popov- 
Markland, Nice Olympiad 1974. 
c) 11... Yb6 12 Abl (12 Hec2 
transposes to chapter 11 and 12 
Hel tochapter 13) 12... Afb8 13 
YWc2 He8B 14 Hel Qc4 15 b3 
Qxc3 16 &xc3 Qxd5 17 Ab? f6 
18 eS! Axg2 19 &)xd7 Yb7 20 
&)xb8 =n 21 Wf Bxb8 22 


BG 


a 


| oi “y Bs 


g4+ Vladimirov-Tseitlin, Lenin- 
grad Spartakiad 1974. 


12 Qd2 (68) 
12 Hel transposes to chapter 12. 
LD enges Giles) 
13 Yc2 ENe8 
14 Efel &Yc7 
1a? nal? ENbS 


fi ae ho ee | 


16 8)xb5 Ww xb5 
17 Qc3 Axc3 
18 be YYb2 oo 


Sosonko-Levy, Haifa Olympiad 
1976, concluded 19 Y¥c4 @f8 20 
Ye3 |G 21 HAg5 Ac8 22 h5 AHS 
23 a4 gh 24 Set Sed 4-4. The 


position is still extremely unclear. 


14 Other 11th Moves for White 


1 d4 S)f6 2c4.c5 3d5b5 4 cha65 
ba Q.xa6 6 4)c3 d6 7 g3 g6 8 Ag2 
A279 Sf3 0-0 10 0-0 S)bd7 (69) 


11th 


the logical 


moves already discussed in the five 


Apart from 


previous chapters two other 
possibilities have been tricd: 
11 Qf4 and 
1] Ags 

Both of these moves suffer from 
the defect that they leave White’s 
b2 pawn unprotected and from the 
scanty evidence at our disposal it 
would seem that Black can quickly 
get the upper hand. 

Note that 114)d2 a5 12 Yc2 


transposes to chapter 11. 


A 
11 Qf4 Yad 

11 ... ¥¥b6 also seems quite 
strong, e.g. 12 Y¥c2 Hfb8 13 Habl, 
and now both 13... 4)c8 followed 

. &\c7 etc., and 13... He4 
followed by ... @ge5 are perfectly 
viable plans for Black. 

12 We2 Efh8 
13 h3? 

Better is 13 b3 and if 13... ¢4? 
14 )d4!+ Black should mect 13 b3 
with 13... 4)ce8 and... Syc7- bd. 

les terre xb?! 

A thematic sacrificial idea. 

14 Yxb2 Aye4 
15 Yc2 &\xX¢e3 = 

Giustolisi-Primavera, Italy 
1976, concluded 16 Qd2 2)xc2+ 
17 @h2 Ya3! 18 Ye4 Sye5! 19 
&)xe5 Qxe5 20 Hael Jxg3! 
21 fe &xg3+ 22 Sg] Wh2+ 23 
@r Axfl 24 @xfl Bxa2 25 
Ac3 Yg3 26 Rbl HWxg2 27 
Hb8+ @g7 28 Wxg2 YWxe3 
0-1. 

B 
11 Q&g5 (70) 


- Att 
iv Ai At 


Ve 
a 
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So far as I am aware this move 
has only been played in the blitz 
game Uddenfeldt-Green, Stock- 
holm 1970. White hopes to tic down 
the {6 knight by means of the latent 
threat to e7 but it is not absolutely 
clear that White can always 
capture on c7 without getting his 
bishop trapped by ... f6 and . 
Ot7. 
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ih eng¥ Yec7 

a) 11... Yb6 12 Hc2 Hfbs 13 
Habl S)e8 14 Hfel leads to a 
position similar to that in chapter 
12, page 66 (which is +) in which 
White has played &fel instead of 
the defensive h3. 
b) 11... h6! 12 Qd2 (12 Sf4 
¥4¥a5 is similar to A, the move ... 
h6 being relatively unimportant) 

.¥%b613 Yc2 Btb8 14 Babl 
Y¥b7 is variation Bl, page 56, in 
which Black has played an extra 

. h6. 


12 ¥¥c2 i fb8 
13 b3 ENb6 

14 Bad] eb 

15 Qd2 EYbxd5 
16 &xd5 oS) xd5 F 


Uddenfeldt-Green, Blitz game, 
Stockholm 1970. 


15) 8 &d2 


1 d4 |f6 2 c4.c5 3d5b54cbha65 
ba &.xa6 6 S)c3 d6 7 Sf g6 8 
£)d2 (71) 


White delays e4 until he is in a 
position to recapture on f] with the 
knight. He then plays 4)e3 and 
0-0, thereby avoiding the loss of 
time and slight weakening of his K- 
side that 
implicit in castling by hand. 

For a while this strategy was 
quite successful in master praxis but 
it is now known that Black can 
achieve a_ perfectly satisfactory 
position in more ways than one. 

.. Yad 
. Aeg7 
. &)bd7 


pawn structure are 


A 
Bea4 Yad 

This is the move recommended 
by Benko who prefers it to. . . Q.g7 
and... S)bd7 because it interferes 
with White’s plan (9 e4 Qxfl 10 
G)xf1?? G)xe4+). White must 
therefore choose between reverting 
to the time consuming plan of 9 e4 
QAxfl 10 &xfl followed by 
castling by hand, and continuing 
with his original intention by 
supporting the e4 square so that 
after e4,... Q.xfl can be met by 
&)xfl. 
Al 9 £3 
A2 9 e4 

Other possibilities are: 
a) An interesting but untested move 
is 9 a3 with the idea of Hb]! and b4. 
b) 9 g3 will transpose either to 
chapter 11 by 9... S)bd7 10 Qg2 
Qg7 11 0-0, or to je chapter 7 by 9 

. Ag7 10 e4 Qxfl 11 &xfl 0-0 
12 @g2, or to chapter 9 by 9... 
Qg7 10 Qh3. 
c) 9 Ye2 Qe7 10 g3 (10 e4 Axfl 
11 &)xfl?? 4)xe4F) 10... 0-0, 


transposes as in (b) according to 
whether White plays 11 Qg2, 11 
Qh3 or 11 e4 Axfl 12 @xfl. 


HA ZG 
- A 


at 


he j 


A rather artificial attempt to 
maintain a pawn on e4 at the cost of 
weakening White’s king position. 

Ora S Qg7 

The most natural move and one 
which secures Black full equality, 
but possibly more accurate is 9... 
\bd7 10 e4 4)e5, aiming to take 
advantage of the awkward position 
of the d2 knight. The idea is that 11 
&xa6? Yxaé will be followed by 

6)d3+ with extremely 
unpleasant consequences for 
White. The game Walter—Schone- 
berg, East Germany 1973, con- 
tinued 11 4)b3 Wb6 12 Qe3 
(otherwise Black plays ... &.xfl 
followed by...c4 and... 4)d3) 12 
... &xfl 13 Bxfl Dc4 14 Acl 
Qg7 15 We2 Yyb4 16 Sf2 Bd7 17 
&)d1 0-0 18 @gl Hfb8 19 Shi 
Yad 20 Syc3 Axc3 21 be A xb3 


8 Gd2 75 


22 ab Y&xal 23 be? Yxc3 24 Ab?2 
Yb3 25e5 Ha2 26 e6 Hxb2 27 ed 
EB xe2 28 d8 4+ Geg7 29 h3 &xc4 


30 bl Yxd5 0-1. A most 
convincing refutation of 9 f3. 
10 e4 Axfl 


In Gorshkov-Shereshevsky, 
USSR Armed Forces Ch 1974, 
Black played 10... 0-0 and White 
found the amazing move 11 f4. 
Obviously if White wastes time in 
this way he must expect his'king to 
run into trouble in the centre, 
though in the game Black was 
unable to take full advantage of the 
situation: 11... &xfl 12 Bxfl 
&)fd7 (preventing 13 @f2 which is 
met by... Qd4+) 13 Bf3 Sya6 14 
We2 Ab4 15 Syc4 Yab 16 4?! 6 
(this central break is a natural 
reaction to White’s wing attack but 
Black has better in 16... S)b6 and 
if 17 4)e3 c4, followed by ... 
E)d3+) 17 He3 Hxe2+ 18 Oxe2 
ed 19 ed Afe8 20 @d2 Ad4. In 
comparison with similar positions 
in which. ..e6and...ed have not 
been played, Black is a little worse 
off because of the vulnerability of 


his d-pawn. The chances are 
approximately equal. 

1] 4)xfl &yfd7 

12 YWd2 ZYb6 

13 Sye3 4)8d7 

14 0-0 


So White has achieved his aim, 
castling naturally. 
bees c4! 
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15 Yc2 0-0 
16 Qd2 Rfc8 
17 2y\cdl wed 


17... YWa6 (or even... Y¥a7) 


comes into serious consideration, 


intending .. . &)c5 followed by... 
&)d3 or... S)b3. 

18 &c3 ENe5 

19 a4 Qh6 

20 Qd2 3 

21 Y%xc3 = &)xa4 

22 &xc5 = &xc5 

23 BRxa8 &xa8 


Black stands no worse. Gerusel— 
Knaak, Leipzig 1975. 
A2 
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White abandons his original 
intention. If 9 e3 QAxfl 10 Axfl, 
White will be able to castle 
naturally but only at the cost of 
another tempo when he plays e4. 
Ungureanu-Peev, Lublin 1972, 
continued 10 ... A\ybd7 11 Ayg3 
(another disadvantage of 9 e3-the 
fl knight cannot come to e3) 11. 


Qg7 12 0-0 0-0 13 Ad2 Afb8 14 
b3c415 be ¥c7 16 Rbl Wxc4z. 
Otis ‘Q xfl 
10 &xfl Yab+ 

. Ag7 and now: 
a) 11 &\c4 is possibly the most 
accurate move, preventing 
Wea6t+. 
b) 11 g3 Sybd7 (11 ... Wa6+ 
should be met by 12 @g2 and not 
12 We2 xe2+ when g3 turns out 
to be a wasted tempo) 12 4)c4 (12 
@g2 transposes to chapter 7, page 
40) 12... a6 13 We2 0-0 14 
@e2 Hfb8 15 Qd2 bb (also 
possible is 15... Sye8) 16 b3 S\fd7 
(16... &xc4 17 be Bb2 18 
Habl F, but not 18 W4d3? Ag4 F 
nor 18 a3 4\d7 19 S)b5 Yad 20 
Rabl Yc2 21 Rxb2 QAxb2 FF 
Vokralova-E. Bilek, Balatonsze- 
plak 1971) 17 &)xb6 Hxb6 18 
Yxa6 Rbxa6 19 a4 c4 20 bxc4 
&)b6 21 Rhbl 4xc4 22 Mel Hed 
23 Ha2 Ad3= Marsalek-Wach, 
Wistla 1971. 
c) 11 Ye2 Dbd7 12 Ac4 Hb4 13 
Qd2 (13 g3 Ab 14 A|xb6 Wxb6 
15 @g2 0-0 transposes to chapter 
7, page 40) 13... 0-0 14 g3 bb 
15 b3 &)xc4o00 Skalkotas—Peev, 
Plovdiv 1973. 


1] Ye2 we x e2+ 
12 @xe2 = =Qe7 
13 2yc4 


If Black now plays 13... @)bd7 
he transposes to the Kazilaris— 
Beyen game on page 77. Another 


ae is 13... 4)a6, followed 


by.. ithe and either . 
&)c7- eee or... Syb4. 
B 

Biisicas Qgi7 (74) 


9 e4 
B19... &xfl! 
B29... 0-0 
. Yad 10 Qxa6 Wxab 


11 Ye2 0-0?! (11... Yxe2+ oo) 
12 Byb5 Sybd7 13 a4+ Kuzmin- 
Stein, $—-final 40th USSR Ch 1970. 
Bl 

Dax Qxfl! 

In my opinion this is definitely 
stronger than 9 ... 0-0 which is 
Benko’s preference. Black keeps the 
initiative for much longer in this 
variation. 

10 &)xfl 0-0 

. Yad 11 Ad2 (11 Ad2 
transposes to the text after 1]... 
0-0 12 S)e3, or Black can play 11 

. Yyab!? 12 Ye2 0-0 13 Be3 
E\bd7 14 Wxra6 Kxabo 
Toth-Foldi, Budapest 1972) and 


now: 
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a) 11... Ya6 12 Ye2 Yxe2+ 13 
@xe2 Hbd7 14 AHc4t 
Kazilaris—Beyen, Siegen Olympiad 
1970. 
b) 11... Sfd7 12 Y¥e2 a6 13 a4 
0-0 14 Syb5 Yb7 15 Syc4 Jya6 16 
0-0 S)b4 (16... Syc7!?) 17 Yb3 
f5!00 Kraidman-Damjanovic, Net- 
anya 1973. 
c) 11...0012 0-0 Dbd7 (12... 
&)fd7 13 Ye2 Qxc3! 14 Hb3 Hab 
15 Yxa6 xab6 16 be |Ac7F 
Romm-Damjanovic, Netanya 
1973) 13 S)c4 Yabo 14 Ye2 Atb8 
15 Ad2 (15 Hel Bb4 16 Ha3z 
but 4-4 O’Kelly-Damjanovic¢, 
Montilla 1972) 15 Z\b6 
transposes to the Vokralova-E. 
Bilek game on page 76. 
11 Be3 é)bd7 

a) 11... Yad 12 0-0 S)bd7 
transposes to the text. 
b) 11... a6 12 0-0 d7 (12... 
e6?! 13 de fe 14 e5!, destroying 
Black’s centre-Benko) 13 Ye2 ¥¥c7 
14 Qd2 ¥b7 15 Habl 4yc7 16 b3 
e6! (16... Bfb8 17 a4, preventing 

. &)b5) 17 a4 Bfe8 18 Syc4 Yabo 
19 WfB Sye5 20 &)xe5 Axed 21 
Efd] Hab8 22 Af4 ed 23 ed Bb4 
24 &xe5 Bxe5= Taimanov- 
Benko, Wijk aan Zee 1970. This 
was the first game in which 8 4)d2 
was played. 

12 0-0 Yad 

a) 12... We7 13 Ad2 Hb’ 14 
Yyc2 Yb7 15 b3 Aye8B 16 Babl 
&\c7 17 a4 (preventing... 4)b5) + 
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Najdorf-S. Garcia, Siegen Olym- 
piad 1970. 

b) 12... Yb6 13 Yc2 (13 Abi 
Yeb4? 14.43 Wd4 15 Syc2 YHc4 16 
Sye3 Y4¥d4 4-4 Doroshkevich- 
Spassky, USSR Team Ch 1971. 
Benko suggests 17 ¥¥c2 in order to 


force Black’s hand.) 13... Bfb8 14 
Ebl S\ec8 and now: 
bl) 15 b3 &xc3! (15... Ac7 16 


E\c4 Yab6 17 a4t Karasev- 
Platonov, 39th USSR Ch 1971) 16 
vYYexc3 Bxa2=-Benko. 

b2) 15 Qd2 A c7oo or 15 .. 


§)e5 00 (but not 15... Y¥a6?! 16 b3 
E\c7 17 a4t — Buki¢-Vukice, 
Yugoslav Ch 1972). 

13 Qd2 


a) 13 @h1 Hfb8 14 f4 (the wrong 
plan, as is usually the case with f4) 
. BAb4 15 Yc2 Yab 16 Qd2 
&)xe4! 17 &)xe4 Bxb2 18 Hcl 
Yed3 19 Ac3 He2+F Berrios— 
Onat, Skopje Olympiad 1972. 
b) 13 We2 Hfb8 14 Hfel Ae8 15 
&yc4 YYab6 16 Ad2 Zyb6 17 Zxb6 
Yxe2 18 Hxe2 Hxb6 19 Mel 


S\c7 20 @fl e6!= Ghitescu- 
Mihailjcisin, Reggio Emilia 
1970/71. 


c) 13 Ye2 Ab6 14 Yd? Ya6 15b3 
Efb8 16 a4 S)e8 17 a5 47 18 
5)c4 S)c7 19 Ha4 e620 Ad! Ha7 
21 Qe3 ed 22 )xd5 Bb5 23 S\cb6 
5ye5 24 b4 S)d4 25 Ya2 4ge4 26 be 
de 27 &g5 Se2+ 0-1 Doda- 
Witkowski, Polish Ch 1970. 
iis eee wea6 


14 b3 (75) 

The text is an improvement on 
14 %c2 which can be effectively 
met by 14... c4! (stronger than 
the 14... Rfb8 15 b3 5)e8 16 Bfbl 
&\c7 17 a4 Qd4 18 Sc4 Hed 19 
&)xe5 Qxe5 20 Halt of 
Brond—Rubinetti, Mar del Plata 
1971) 15 Sye2 Syc5. The game 
Spassov-Tringov, Varna 1973, 
now continued 16 4)g3 (if 16 4)xc4 
&\cxe4; or 16 Y&xc4 DHfxe4 17 
Yxa6 Hxa6 18 Qc3 2xc3 19 
E)xc3 & xc3 20 be Kfa8oo. Benko 
suggests 16 £3 intending 4)d4 and 
&\c6.) 16... Bfc8 17 Ac3 Ya4 18 
f3 (Benko suggests 18 b3, returning 
the pawn in order to simplify into a 
level ending. It is often difficult 
however for White to be objective 
in this type of position—after all, he 
is a pawn up so why not play for a 
win?) 18... ¥&xc2 19 &)xc2 Aa4 
20 Sye2 (20 Qd4 Dd7 21 Qxeg7 
@xe7 22 Afbl Bab&F) 20... 
&)xc3 21 be 4)d7 22 Sye3 Sc5 23 
E)xc4 S)a4 24 He3 }xc3 25 
&)xc3 Wxc3+F 

v oy 


4 


y th oa 


% 


My own idea, first used in the 
game Vilela-Levy, Camaguey 
1974. The plan is to interfere with 
the co-ordination of White’s minor 
pieces, making it difficult for them 
to counter Black’s coming Q-side 
attack. 

15 Yc2 Bye5 

Black does not fear the exchange 
of queens because his knight will be 
beautifully placed on d3. 


16 abl Ei fb8 
17 £8 Eye8 

18 Hfdl BYc7 

19 &xd3 4 xd3 
20 Sfl Hb7 

23 I to 


Almost the only move. If 21 
Be2? Df4+ ‘followed by 22... 
Axc3 23 &xc3 BRxa24+; or if 21 
&\c4? S)b4 22 a4 S\c2 and ... 
&)d4. 

Zlcaes Ad4! 

Preparing to eliminate the ¢3 
knight. If 21... 4)b4 22 a4 Hab8 
23 &)c4 followed by 4)a5 and 4)c6. 


22 Be2 5)b4 
23 a4 £xc3 
24 Qxe3 &)c2 
25 Bb2 G)a3! = 


Vilela-Levy, Camaguey 1974 
continued 26 Hal 4)c4 27 Abbi 
E)xe3 28 &xe3 Hab8 29 Gd3 
&Rxb3 30 Axb3 Bxb3 31 Obl! 
&xbl 32 8)xbl and an eventual 
draw. The knight ending is 
marginally better for White 
because of his outside passed pawn 
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but with careful play Black can 
hold the position. 
B2 


I have an intense dislike for this 
move, largely as a result of an 
innovation of Donner’s. 

10 &xa6 

The most popular move, but 
there seems little wrong with 10 
&)c4! Donner-Levy, Cienfuegos 
1973, continued 10... Sfd7 11 
Ne2 Abb 12 Se3! Qxe2 (Benko 
suggests 12... S)bd7, aiming for 


.c4and...4)c5or... 8e5) 13 
Yxe2 a4 14 Bcd] 4aé6 (Benko 
prefers 14 ... Qd7) 15 O-OF. 
Even with one of Benko’s 


improvements I feel that Black does 
not get sufficient counterplay for 
the pawn, and this reinforces my 
view that Black should capture on 
fl whenever possible. 

10 Qe2 seems to me to be 
another good continuation. If Black 
captures on e2 the white queen will 
be quite well placed. Black can 
mect 10 Qe2 with: 
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a) 10... e6?! 11 Q xa6 (the lost 
tempo is justified by the opening up 
of the position) 11... 4)xa6 12 0-0 
ed 13 ed He8 14 S)c4t Toran- 
Benko, Malaga 1970. 
b) 10... a5 11 0-0 Afd7 12 Dc4 
(also possible is 12 4)b3 A. xe2 13 
Yxe2 Yb600, but not 12 & xa6?! 
&)xa6 13 Syc4 Yb4F Benko- 
Chellsthorp, US Open Ch 1971) 12 
... Axc4 13 Axc4 Axc3 14 be 
Y%xc3 15 Wb3 Yxal 16 Qb2 
Yxfl+ 17 &xfloo Analysis by 
Benko. 
LO &\xab6 (77) 

10... &xa6, intending ... 
&\bd7 followed by ... a8, is 
inferior because of 11 Ye2, 
preventing the exccution of Black’s 
plan. After 10... Bxa6 11 0-0 
ENbd7 12 &\c4, if Black plays 12... 
&)b6 instead of 12... #¥a8 he gets 
an unpleasant position: 13 4)e3 
Ya8 14 a4 |fd7 15 Ad2 (15 Yc2 
c4!) 15... Q.xc3 (possibly 15... 
c4 is still best) 16 Q.xc3 4)xa4 17 
YWd3t  Pytel—Petersen, Arhus 
19 Pie 


al 4 ight 
Vy ZY 
‘a a a 


Ate 
Z/ 
UW 


11 0-0 
12 S\c4 
12 Ye2 E)yb6 13 J)f3?! Bc7 was 
played in Ghitescu-Benko, Siegen 
Olympiad 1970. The move 13 4)f3 
seems to make little sense since e5 1s 


6 \d7 


never going to be a serious threat 
and the knight would be better 
suited to the task of staving off 
Black’s Q-side attack. The game 
continued 14 Rdl Sya4 15 4)xa4 
B xa4 16b3!?? Axal (16... Bxe4 
17 Wxe4 Qxal 18 Qg5! Afe 19 
&xf6 ef 20 b4+-Benko) 17 ba 
Qe7 18 Y%c2 Y%d7 19 Ad2 Hb8 20 
Yc4 Yc8 21 Qed Ab4 22 Yc2 
Hb2 23 4c4 Bb4 4-4 (1f23... 16 
24 Qd2! YWab 25 Yxab 4)xab 26 
a30o -Benko). 
12 wie ENb6 

The most logical continuation, 
driving away (or exchanging off) 
the c4 knight, but probably 
stronger is 12... 4)c7!? and now: 
a) 13 Ye2 b8 14 Qd2 Ab5 15 
Hfcl (15 4)xb5?! Yxb5 16 Bfel 
Ha4!F) 15... Ad4 16 Yd3 (so 
far as in Doroshkevich-Georgadze, 
RSFSR-Georgia match 1972) 16 

.. §e5! 17 |xe5 Qxe5, with an 
unclear position in which Black has 
the better prospects. 
b) 13 a4 Yb8 14 a5 Syb5 15 Sya4 
&)d4 16 Qed He8 17 Sabb S)xb6 
18 ab ¥¥b7 19 Ha3 Hab 20 Yd2 
FHea8 21 Kfal 2b3 22 Hxaé 
Hxa6 23 BRxa6 Yxaboo Pried- 
nizheks—Boizhko, USSR 1972. 


12... ¥¥b8 at once is, however, 

a mistake, because of 13 Qg5. e.g. 
.. He8 14 Hbl S\c7 15 We2 
h6 16 Qd2 S)b5 17 Wd3 ¥b7 18 
a4 &)d4 19 b3t Popov-Gerusel, 
Dortmund 1973. 
13 Sye3! (78) 

The only way to play for an 
advantage. 
a) 13 5)xb6?! ¥xb6 14 Ye2 A fb8 
loses a tempo by bringing Black’s 
queen into play on bé6. It also helps 
Black by removing the b6 knight 
which only gets in the way of his 
attacking intentions along the 
b-file. 
b) 13 ¥e2? 4)xc4 14 &xc4 Wb6 
and now: 
bl) 15 Zya4? Yb4 16 Yrc2 (16 
x b4 4)xb4 gives Black the better 
ending) 16... 4)c7 17 4)c3 A tb8 
18 a3 WYc4!4$  Ivkov—Browne, 
Rovinj /Zagreb 1970. 
b2) 15 S)d1 Sb4 16 a3 YYa6 17 
éye3 4)d3 18 Abl Atb8 19 Yc2 
Yb5 20 Hdl |f4 21 Dc4 Bats 
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Tatai-Browne, Malaga 1970. 

After 13 8)e3! Black does not find 
it easy to create sufficient Q-side 
counterplay becuase the semi-open 
a- and b-files are both obstructed by 
black knights. 

LS aes c4!p 

This move of Browne’s is part of a 
thematic Benko Gambit plan, to 
White’s b-pawn and 
establish a knight on c5S (and 
eventually d3). 

Three other moves have been 
tried in this position: 
a) 13... We7!? 14 Qd2 (14 
a4!?-Benko) 14... Bfb8 15 Ye2 
c4! 16 Afcl (16 a4!? Syc5 17 a5 
E)bd7 18 8)xc4 S)b3 19 Had 
E)d4 20 ¥¥d3 4)c500) 16... S)c5 
17 &)xc4? (better 17 Qabl! 
Axc3!? 18 Axc3 Dxe4 19 Qd4 
EVf6 20 4)xc4 }xc4 21 Bxc4 
¥’b7 =; or Black can play 17 .- 


restrain 


&\d300) 17... &xc4 18 ¥&xc4 
BRxb2 19 Qfe3 Wb7F 
Soos-Jakobsen, Stockholm 
1971/72. 


b) 13... #¥c8 (heading for a6) 14 
a4 &)b4 15 Ba3 Hab 16 S)b5 Y¥b7 
17 ¥¥b3 (17 b3 is also good for 
White provided that he meets 17 

.. f with 18 ef! gf 19 YyhSt as in 
Doroshkevich-Georgadze, USSR 
1972; and not 18 Qd2?! fe 19 
Qxb4 cb 20 Ha2 BAd7= 
Popov-Toran, Kapfenberg 1970) 
17... f9 (17... xa4 18 &)xd6 
ed 19 Rxa4 BR xa4 20 %xa4 Ad3 
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21 Hc4+) 18 Qd2 4 19 Hdl 
E)xa4 20 Rxa4 Wxb5 21 BRxa8 
HB xa8 22 S)c3 Yd3 23 Axft Bb8 
24 Qe5!+ Vranesic-Dicz del 
Corral, Siegen Olympiad 1970. 
c) 13... Wd7 14a4 Afb8 (14... 
Yb7 15 Ha3 Bfb8 16 h4!? S)d7 17 
h5 should be met by Benko’s 
suggestion of 17... ¥b6 but not 17 
6\f6?! 18 hg hg 19 f4+ 
O’Kelly-Toran, Olot 1970) 15 
Ha3 (better 15 a5 S\b4 16 Ha3t) 
15 ... Qd4 16 Ye2 Yb?! 
(maintaining the tension. 16 ... 
£Q.xc3 17 be &)xa4 18 Ad2 4yc7 
offers Black virtually no winning 
chances) 17 @hl 4\c7 18 a5 4)d7 
19 S\c4 YabF 20 £4? Ab4! 21 
EYb6 YW xe2 22 £)xe2 £)xb6 23 ab 
BA xa3 24 ba Bxb6 25 4)xd4 cd $ 
Vranesic-Benko, Toronto 197] 
continued 26 @gl (if 26 Hdl 
Kbl+ or 26 Qd2 Ab2 27 Qb4+ 
4)a6+) 26 ... f5! (winning the 
d-pawn) 27 ef gf 28 @f2 4)xd5 29 
Hdl e530 Hd3 @f7 31 h3h5 32 a4 
Hb] 33 Qd2 Hal 34 a5 Sf6 35 
Qb4 Ra4 36 Bb3 Ae4+ 37 Be2 
@Beb6b 38 fe de 39 Mel Ha2+ 40 
@f3 h4 41 Rb6+ @d7 42 Axh4 
Ha3t+ 43 Be2 d3+ 44 Be3 d2+ 
0-1. A model example of how Black 
should play atypical Benko Gambit 
ending. 

14 Ye2 

15 4)c2?! 

Better is 15 Qd2 Syb4 co. 
DO! 4 ae 5\c5 


Yc8 


16 Qc3 ENba4 
17 4d4 
The major disadvantage of .. 
c4 in the Benko Gambit is that 
Black concedes his opponent the d4 
square. As this game shows 
however, White can not always 


make real use of d4. 


LER ig acts E)xc3 
18 bc3 E)xe4 
19 2)c6 


The culmination of White’s use 
of d4, but with the e-pawn gone 
White’s d-pawn is vulnerable and 
without a d-pawn the knight would 
have no support. 

19... E)xc3 
20 ¥&xc4 Wd7 = 

Fitzgerald—Browne, Washington 
1970 continued 21 a4 Bfc8 22 
Raacl (22 Bicl 4xd5) 22... c6! 
(undermining the knight) 23 & xc3 
ed 24 Aye7+ BiB! 25 Wxc8+ 
HE xc8 26 Axc8+ @xe7 27 Hfcl 
wxad st. 

C 
8... Eybd7 (79) 


‘a 


. Zi 
a “a ‘al 
RAG fe 


Up 


Y 


This move normally transposes 


to one of the lines discussed 
elsewhere in this volume. 
9 e4 Qxfl 


a) 9... a5 10 Qxa6 Yxaé6 11 
We2 Qe7 (11... Wxe2+ 12 
@xe2 Qe7 13 Ac4ttransposes to 
Kazilaris-Beyen, also mentioned 
on page 77) 12 Yyxa6 (12 S)b5 
0-0 transposes to Kuzmin-Stein, 
page 77) 12... Rxa6 13 Syc4 0-0 
14 (38 Rb8 15 Bdl Ab4 16 He3 
Eje5 17 Hcl Toth-Bukal, La 
Spezia 1973. 
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b) 9... Ag7 10 Qxa6 Axabé 
11 0-0 O-O transposes to the 
Toth-Foldi game on page 77. Also, 
after 9... §.g7 White can play 
10 &e2 when 10... 0-0 11 0-0 
¥¥a5 leads to a position similar to 
that in B2, note to White’s 10th 
move, but with Black having 
played ... 4)bd7 instead of ... 
&Yfd7. 
10 &xfl Ag? 
11 He3 0-0 
We have transposed to variation 


Bl. 


16 5 b6 


1 d4 4)f6 2c4c53d5b54cb5a65 A5...d6 


b6 (80) 


a. 
“y Y 
Yi, Ze Ge i 

Z anh 
Rien Ae 


<n 
wo 


White returns the gambit pawn 
at once in order to reduce the 
number of open lines at Black’s 
disposal. Black does not have the 
use of the a-file for his rook (and 
queen) nor will he find it so easy to 
get his light squared bishop on the 
a6-fl diagonal. On the other hand, 
White is not a pawn up. 

On cxamining Black’s pawn 
structure it is at once apparent that 
he must try to extract the maximum 
possible counterplay from the half- 
open b-file. 

The principle continuations are: 


. ¥&xb6 

5... g6 will normally transpose 
to A after 6 S)f3 d6 7 &)\c3 Ae7 8 e4 
&\bd7. 

5... a5 is an idea of Alburt’s 
which is designed to make use of the 
a6-fl diagonal. Sinyavsky-Alburt, 
USSR Spartakiad 1975 continued 
6 &)c3 Lab 7 SYf3 d6 8 g3 |bd7 9 
c4 ¥¥xb6 10 Qd3 g6 11 0-0 Qe7 
12 h3 0-0 13 Hel Qxd3 14 xd3 
a4 15 Hbl Ha7 16 Qe3 Yabo 17 
Yc2 Bb8 18 ¢4 S)c8 19 Af4+ But 
the idea needs further testing. 

A 
Daas d6 (8/) 


oem 
4, ral, Ya, 
4 


G 
RRL 
4 
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yy 


mt 


_ 
Wen 


Black intends E)bd7 
whereupon he will be able to choose 
between capturing on b6 with the 
queen or the knight. The only 
disadvantage of delaying the 
capture is that White may play 
b7 at some stage, forcing Black 


to block the b-file by 
Q xb7. 
6 4)c3 &\bd7 
7 SB 


a) 7b7 Q.xb7 8 e4 transposes to the 
note to White’s 8th move. 
b) 7 e426 8 Qd3 Qe7 9 Age? (this 
system of development is fine in the 
Modern Benoni but here White has 
no real attacking chances on the 
K-side) 9... 0-0 10 a4? Y%xb6 11 
a5 Yc7 120-0 Ab8 13 4g3 c4! 14 
Qc2Q Hc5 15 WHe2? Ab7IF 
Bagnoli-Bilek, Reggio Emilia 
1964. 
c) 7g326 8 Ae? 279 530-0 10 
0-0 %xb6 11 Hel a5 12h3 Qab6 
13 Ab] Hfb8 14 Mes Yc7 15 We2 
a4 16 e4 a3 17 b3 Bb4t 
Lombard-Pvtel, Bath 1973. 
Tremcere g6 
8 e4 

8 g3 Q27 9 bé6 transposes to 
chapter 22, variation I. 

Interesting is 8 b7!? temporarily 
(at least) blocking the b-file. If 
Black wishes to unblock the file at a 
later stage he must waste time by 
moving the bishop again: 8 ... 
Qxb7 9 e4 Ag7 10 Ac2 0-0 11 
0-0 Y%¥c7?! and now: 
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a) 12 Qf4! (preventing ... e6) 12 
... Hab8 (12... Afb8 might be 
better) 13 ¥¥d2 Qc8 14 Hfel ¥a5 
15 Rabl Zyb6 16 ed! |h5 17 Ah6 
Qe4 18 Axg7 |xe7 19 He4+ 
Dzhindzhihashvili-Alburt, 40th 
USSR Championship, Baku 1972. 
b) 12 Y%e2 Hfe8 (betterthan 12... 
Hae8 because after ... e6 the a8 
rook can better be used on d8, 
protecting the d-pawn). Black’s 
plan is... e6; de &xe6. 


Bais Qe7 
9 Ac?2 
9 Eyd2 &xb6 10 S)\c4 We7 11 a4 

0-0 12 a5 Qb7 13 Ne2 Hac8B 14 
0-0 )c5 15 Syb6 c6 16 Qe3 |ed7 
17 Syc4 ed 18 ed S)e500 Mititclu- 
Nun, Decin 1975. 

See 0-0 

10 0-0 £)xb6 (82) 


10... %xb6 appears to be less 
active and White can build up a 
powerful position in the centre by: 
a) Wh3 Abs 12 Wc2 He8 13 Bbl 
Yc7 14 Af4 Db6 15 Bfel Ab7 16 
Hbdl Rbd8 17 a4 Sybd7 18 Act 
ZNh5 19 Mh2 Zyb6 20 Afl c4 21 a5 
&)d7 22 Ya4 Hc8 23 g4!+ Teren- 
tiev-Foigel, Yalta 1976, but not: 
b) 11 2d2 ¥¥c7 12 Sc4, which 
plays Black’s hands _ by 
exchanging a pair of minor pieces. 
Saidy-Popov, Talinn 1973 con- 
tinued 12... )b6 13 Qg5 |xc4 
14 Q&xc4 Be8 with roughly equal 


chances. 


into 


1] Qf 
11 h3 e6 12 de Q xe6 13 €5?! de 


14 Wxd8 Hfxd8 15 xed 


&)fd5! =  Balcerowski-—Pytel, 
Poland 1971. 

ll... e4 

12 &)d2 


12h3 QAxf3 13 Qxf3 Hfd7 14 


Re2 c4 followed by ... Hc5= 
Benko. 
iy sae A xe2 
13 Y%xe2 ¥yd7! 
Intending ... Sya4. 
14 a4?! 
Better was h3-Benko. 
14... Ye4! 
15 Ye3 &yh5 
16 Qh6 &xh6 
17 w&xh6 = 4 
18 Wx f4 E)x £4 


The ending is clearly better for 
Black because of White’s Q-side 
weaknesses. 


19 b3 Hab8 
20 23 £3 
21 £4 f5! 

22 ad &)d7 


23 Hadl fe 

24 4)3xe4 
If 24 Z2xe4 A|b2 followed by 
.. &xb3, winning a pawn. 


1 ae Eyb4 
25 |B 
If 25 Bc4 QYc2 and... Sd4. 
oh eer Eib5! 
Weaker is 25 ... h6? 26 4)c3 


&\c2 (4-4-Pfleger-Benko, Skopje 
Olympiad 1972). 27 Hf2 Ad4 (27 
. S)a3!?) 28 B)xd4 cd 29 Rxd4 


(29 B)e2 Hb5) 29... Rxb3F. 
26 &\c3 Rxad 
27 &)d2 E\b6-F F 


Black has won a pawn. Analysis 
by Benko. 


ince x 
Mamta 
Wr WY s, Y 
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1 0 0 
_s ocala 
a te te 


Black recaptures at 
commencing play along the b-file 
and avoiding the possibility of b7. 

6 &)c3 g6 
7 NB 

7 e4 d6 transposes to the text after 
8 E)f3 Ne7 9 Dd2 0-0 10 Ne2, but 
weaker is 8 Hb] Qg7 9 Ya4?+ 
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1 d4 2)f6 2c4c53d5b54cbab65e3 
(84) 


at Et 


a Uy ge” 


Y),- a _ 
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This move poses Black a slightly 
unpleasant dilemma. If he captures 
on b5 White recaptures with the 
bishop and he is a pawn ahead 
without the problem of castling by 
hand. If Black does not capture on 
b5 then White will be able to 
develop his fl bishop and castle 
normally. In each case Black will be 
deprived of counterplay along the 
a6-fl diagonal. 

Why then does 5 e3 not refute the 
Benko Gambit? The answer lics in 
the move e3 itself-White’s e-pawn 
belongs on e4 where it supports the 


d-pawn and lies in wait until it can 
advance to e5. If White plays ¢3 
and then e4 he loses an important 
tempo. 
Dien’ g6 
a) 5...d66 4)c3 g6 transposes to 
the text. 
b)5...ab?6 &xb5 Qa67 A xab6 
& xa6o 8 4)c3 g6 9 Sf3 do 10 0-0 
Qe7 11 e4 leaves Black a tempo 
down on variation A in chapter 19 
(page 98). If Black tries to avoid this 
after 6 &xb5 by 6... #¥a5+ 7 
E\c3 Lab (not7... He4 8 He2), 
White can keep the upper hand 
provided that he does not give up 
control of the light squares (8 ¥/d3 
may be best). In the game 
Lukacs-Bukal, Pernik 1976, how- 
ever, White played 8 &xa6 ¥¥xa6 
9 &)ge2 d6 10 0-0 g6 11 e4 Qe7 12 
Ei bl! 0-013 b4! #¥c4! (13. ..cxb4 
14 Rxb4 A|bd7 15 Qe3t) 14 
Yb3 ¥¥xb4 15 Yyxb4 cb 16 BR xb4 
Hc8! with only a slight edge for 
White. 
6 3yc3 
6 43 d6 7 ba Qg7 8 Qbd5+ 


&Nbd7 (8. . . S\fd7 may be better) 9 
0-0 0-0 10 E\c3 Yas 11 We2 
Qxa6 12 Axa6 Yxab 13 Yxab 
Hxa6}=  Biro-Foldi, Budapest 
1973. 

We now examine: 


A6... 827, which is divided into 


Al 6... Qg7 7 a4 
A26... M277 ¥b3 
A386... 8877 DB 
A46... Qg77 e4 
A5 6... Qg7 7 bxa6 
A66... Ag? 7 Sge2 
and 
B6...d6, which is divided into 
B16...d67 4yf3 
B26... d6 7 bxa6 
B36... d6 7 a4 
B46...d67 Q.c4 
B56...d67 b6 


ype G 34 
“ene 


8 Qd2! 
Spassky -Tseshkovsky, Manila 
Interzonal 1976, went 8 Qc4 d6 9 
&\ge2 Sybd710 ba Q&xa6 11 Axab 


209° Oo 


Hxa6 12 0-0 a8 13 e4 Bb8 14 
Ha3 Bb4 with a quick draw. 
ee d6 
9 Ac4t 
White has a sound position and 
an extra pawn. 


A2 


Yt 
ae 


a ase 
“A Am 


7...ab8 &xb5 0-09 23 c6 10 
0-0 ed 11 4)xd5 Qb7 12 Ac4t+ 
H6 13 e4? &xe4 14 Bel JTS 15 
e5 Bxd5 16 Mxd5 26 17 
Badl Yc7oo Nikolac-Szmctan, 
Wik aan Zee 1976. 


8 a4 
If 8 b6 Qb7 9 a4 a5. 
re c6!? 
9 a3 Qb7 
10 Ac4 ead 
Better is 10... ed. 
11 Ad2 Yeb4 
12 Pya2 ec 
13 8)xd5 = &)xd5 
14 Qxb4 4xb4 
15 ¥b3 Axg2 


16 £3 d5!00 
Baumbach-Stanov, Primorsko 
1973. continued 17 &.xd5 Ha7 18 
@f2 Axhl 19 De2 Hd7 20 Qc4 
(20 e4 5)xd5 21 ed He8+) 20... 
Hd2 21 Ral, and now 21... 4)d7 
22 Axhl Bxb2 23 dl Hed 


gives Black good attacking chances. 


A3 
6... Ne7 
ee 


8 ba 
8 a4 d6 9 e4 c6!o0, but not9... 
ab 10 Qxb5 a6 11 Ad2(11 Ag5 


is also possible) 11... Zye8! 12 0-0 
GYc7 13 We2 Qd7 14 h4lt F. 
Portisch-Barlov, Belgrade 1975; 
&)bd7 10 Qd2 e6 11 de fe 
Pernik 


nor 9s< 4 
12 e5!?+ lLukacs—Peev, 
1976. 
8... d6 
9 e4 
9 e2 transposes to variation 
AS. 
9... Yad 
We have transposed to variation 
Bl. 


EASE], 
Uj Jia hi 8? Z 


Z, 
Y 


8 ba 
8 Qd2 0-0 9 a4 €6 10 de fe 11 €5 
de 12 Qc3 Y%e7 13 S| f3 Ab7 14 
Qe2 e4 15 Ad2 4d5 16 0-0 ab 17 


Axb5 Hd8oa  Farago-Miles, 
Amsterdam 1976. 

Brews 0-0 

9 £3?! E)xab 

10 Ac4 &)d7 

1] Sge2 &ye5 

12 Ab3 c4= 

Kchouk-Toran, Siegen Olym- 

piad 1970. 
A5 

6 ass Agi 

7 ba (89) 

Tider 0-0 

8 Syf3 


a) 8 e4 d6 9 f4 (9 [3 is Kchouk- 
Toran, and 9 4)f3 transposes to 
the text) 9... Ya5! 10 Ad2 A xab 
1] Qxa6 )xa6 12 DPB Db4 13 
0-0 c4! 14 @hl 4d3 15 Ye2 Afh8 


69 | lO 8 77 
a Ma 5 ie 

27 7G 
Vy 


Aa yy! 
2 


16 abl (16 b3? ies 17 be 
Gyef2+ 18 Axf2 Fxf2+ 19 
Wxf2 Qxc3FF) 16... Axb2 
17 &xb2 &xb2+ Hamann- 
Gheorghiu, Skopje Olympiad 
L972: 
b) 8 Bc4d6 9 Dge2 bd7 10 0-0 
Qxa6 11 Qxa6 Bxaé 12 e4 a8 
13 Y%e2 c4 14 Ne3 He5= Ree- 
Tringov, Skopje Olympiad 1972. 
c) 8 d6!? is a complicated 
suggestion of Benko’s which still 
awaits a practical test. 

Oh ks d6 

9 Be2 

9 e4 a5 transposes to variation 
Bl. 

Eee Qxa6 

B)xa6 10 0-0 ¥¥b6 11 4)d2 
ae 12 &\c4 Wa7 13 e4 Qaboo 
Kglbaek-K. Pedersen, Danish Ch 
1974. 

The text can be played as soon as 
White has moved his f1 bishop since 
if White now captures on a6 he will 
have lost a tempo. 

10 0-0 E\bd7 


The most flexible move, leaving 


-14 &d2 (14 Qxe7? 


Je3 9) 


the queen with a choice of squares. 

. Yb6 11 e4 Dbd7 12 Abi 
&)e4 (12... Hfb8) 13 Qed! Hrs 
fo) 14... 
ENge5 15 a3 SVG (15... d3!) 16 
h3h6 17 Qe3 Hec8 18 f4 Qxec2 19 
¥xe2t+ Donner-Toran, Vienna 
1972. 


ll Qxa6  xa6 
12 We2 a8 
13 e4 bs = 


Arnaudov-Popov, Bulgarian Ch 
1973, continued 14 Qg5 Yb7 15 
Hab] Haa8 16 Jyd2h6 17 Qh4 g5 
18 Qg3 Syh5 19 S\c4 4x3 20 hg 
Yb4 21 Sye3 6 22 Mh2 Ad4 23 de 
fe 24 e5 &)xed 25 Het HB 26 
&)xd6 Q&xe3 27 fe ¥e4 28 Bhi 
Had8 29 Bbd]l Bf2 30 Wxf2 
Wh5+ 31 Bel wxdl4+ 32 Wel 
Uxd6F +. 

A6 

O24 Rg7 
7 &\ge2?! 0-0 8 S)f4 d6 9 Ac4 
E\bd7 10 a4 S)b6 11 Qe2 ab 12 
&xb5 Bab 13 A)xa6 Bxaé 14 e4 
Y¥d7 15 0-0 Hfa8+ Holm-Visier, 
Kapfenberg 1970. 


Bl 
6... d6 
7 S\f3 (90) 
Prices Ag? 
8 e4 


a) 8 ba 0-0 transposes to variation 
AS. 

b) 8 Qe2 0-09 0-0axb5 10 A xb5 
Qa6 11 Qxa6 Axa (11 


© xa6!?) and now: 


92°. 903 


aa 
BG 


bl) 12 e4 Ad7 13 Qed!it F. 
Portisch-Bohm, Wijk aan Zee 
1975. 
b2) 12 Qd2 ¥¥b6 13 b3 Syc7 14 e4 
Efb8 15 Y%c2 4d7 16 Hab! Abd 
17 &xb5) &xb5) 18) a4t 
Doroshkevich—Kalegin, Trud TU 
Ch 1974. 

Ones 0-0 

9 ba 

9 a4 Sybd7 10 Ad2 4e8 11 Ne2 

ENc7 120-0 &b8 13 Rb ab 14 ab 


&e5 15 &xe5 Lxr.e5= 
Lukacs—Liebert, Szolnok 1975. 
Sern WYa5 


.Axab6 10 Axab &xa6 11 
0 i (eads to a position from chapter 
3, page 23, where Black has an 
extra tempo, while 10 Qe2, instead 
of 10 Qxa6, leads to a position 
from chapter 19, page 98, in which 
Black has an extra tempo. 
10 4)d2 
10 Ad2 Axa6 11 Axa (11 
Ke2 Yb4! 12 Ye2oo) 11... Yxaé 
12 YHe2 Dfd7! 13 a4 (13 Qed is 
better) 13... Yxe2+ 14 @xe2 


&)a6 = Benko-De Fotis, US Ch 
1972. 
10... &xab6 
11 Qxa6 Yxab 
11... 4)xa6 produces a position 
from chapter 15, page 74, but here 
Black has an extra tempo (.. 
a5). 
12 tYe2 E)fd7 
. E)bd7 13 %&xa6é B xa6 14 
&\c4 Bb8 15 £3 He8 16 Gd2 Syc7 
17 Sd3 Se5+ 18 xe5 Axe5 19 
®c2 f5 = Farago—Benko, Vrnjatka 
Banja 1971. 
13 a4 
13 Syc4 f5 14 £3? (14 ef) 14... fe 
15 fe? (15 4)xe4) 15... bo 16 
G)xb6 ¥%xb6 17 Afl Bd7 18 
Exf8+ Axf8 19 Qe Bb&F 


Kaufman-Benko, US Open Ch 
1968. 
es aero wy xe2+ 
Forced, otherwise 14 4)b5 +. 
14 ®xe2 abé 
15 bl 
15 &\c4 Bfb8, followed by ... 
Hb4 =. 
jes ieee £5!? 00 


i 
Portisch—Benko, 
Mallorca 1971. 


Palma de 


B2 
6... d6 
7 ba (91) 
TS ha Ag? 


. Axab6 8 Axab 4xab 9 
-- Ber 100-0 0-0 11 4yd2 (or 11 
e4, transposing to chapter 3 page 23 


7 


nl ff 
§ WY 


but with Black a tempo down) 11 

. &)b6 12 Ye2 S)b4 13 e4 Exc4 
14 %xc4t Liptay-Filep, De- 
brecen 1970. 

8 Qb5+ 

8 Ya4+ Qd7 9 tHa3 4)xaé 10 
Qxab6 Yyb6 11 ¥Y¥b3 YH xab 12 Hec2 
0-0 Ivanov—Reshko, Leningrad 
Ch 1973. 

Bo a4 &)bd7 
. Sfd7 9 Hege2 0-0 10 0-0 

and now: 
a) 10...2)xa6 11 e4 &c7 12 Qd3 
&)e5 13 Ac2 Mab 14 f4 Sc4 15 
Hf3 e6 16 defe 17 Hb] d5 18 eded 
19 &d3 (Kuijpers-Benko, Wijk 
aan Zee 1970) and now 19... Qb7 
20 Axc4 dc 21 ¥%xd8 Haxd8 22 
Bfl Rd3F or 19...Qd6F. 
b) 10... Qxa6 11 Qxa6 4xab 
and now: 
bl) 12 e4 ¥%b6 13 Hbl Sc7 14 
Ags HBfb8 15 Yd2 Bf8 16 Aho 
&ye500 Ree-Bellon, Caorle 1972. 
b2) 12 b3 &)b4 13. a4 Yad 14 Qb2 
Ya6 15 Hbl YWd3 16 Yxd3 
&)xd300 Antonov-Palatnik, Al- 
bena 1975. 


5e3 93 
9 Syge2 0-0 
10 0-O &xa6 11 Axa6 Bxab 
12 Rbl Y%a8 13 b4 cb 14 Axb4 
Hc8 15 e4 Het 16 h3 Heed 17 
Qe HB+ 18 eft Szabo- 
Fedorowicz, Lone Pine 1977. 


This is similar to variation A2. 


‘ere Ae7 

8 Y4b3 &Ybd7!? 
a) 8...0-0? 9 b6 Qhb7 10 a5. 
b) 8...ab9 &xb5+ Qd7 (Benko 
suggests9... S)fd7 followed by... 
&)a6, ... &c7 and... Qa6) 10 


Ha3 (10 Sge2! might be even 
stronger) 10...0-0(10...&.xb5 
11 ab and 12 4)ge2 +~-Korchnoy) 
11 Sge2 Sya6 12 0-0 S)c7 13 Qc4 
Hb8 14 He2 Ac8 15 b3 Hab 16 
Qd2 ¥c8 17 H4d3 ¥b7 18 e4 |d7 
19 f4+ Korchnoi—Calvo, Palma de 
Mallorca 1972. 
The text move, preventing b6, is 

a suggestion of Korchnoi’s. 

9 Bad 0-0 

10 AQc4 ab 


94 5e3 


As usual, the right time to 
capture on bd is just afler White has 
developed his f1 bishop. 

1] ab 

This move explains why Ha3 is 
necessary. White hopes that the b5 
pawn will restrict Black’s counter- 
play. 

Te gee Qb7 
12 Syge2 E)b6 = 

The pawn has been successfully 
blockaded. Baumbach-Griinberg, 
East German Ch 1973 concluded 
13 e4 Bfd7 14 f4 Dxc4 15 Yxc4 
E)b6 16 ¥¥d3 e6 17 0-0 ed 18 ed f5 


B4 
6... d6 
7 Qed (93) 


EEE 


tJ] a, 
V4, Yj 


ORG 
Z 4, 


&\bd7 

9... ab 10 Qxb5 Qaé6 11 
Qxa6 Sxa6 12 e4 Wc7 13 £3 
Ffb8 14 Kbl Ad7 15 Bes 
&)b6= Marszalek-Hurnik, Polish 
Ch 1975. 


10 ba 

11 &Qb5 

12 &xa6 
13 e4 

14 ¥4¥c2 

15 Efel 


EYb6! 
&xa6 
xa6o 
Ya8 
Htb8 
Has = 


N. Littlewood-Beyen, Havana 


Olympiad 1966. 
B5 
6 


TNs 
4. NG 


zs 


7 b6 (94) 


—_— 


4 
Prey) 
TENG 


% 
= 
y 


Y 4 <4 
Wert g 
Gk 2 


ad 


Better is 9... ¥¥b7-the queen 
has no real future on c7 and later 


moves to b7. 
10 &yf3 
1] h3 
12 Qc4 
13 0-0 
14 Ye2 


Ag? 
0-0 

Elb8 
Eye8 
Yb7 


Not only is the queen better 
placed here but the e8 knight needs 


ci. 
15 Qd2 
16 ¥4¥d3 


&Yc7 
Nea Ft 


Reshevsky—Browne, Skopje 1970. 


18 5 £3 


1 d4 Z)f6 2c4.c5 3.d5 bd 4 cb a6 53 
(95) 


"Oi 


i 
a Biase 


This move has only recently 
become acceptable. The idea is to 
play e4 before developing the bl 
knight but once e4 has been played 
White will find it difficult to force 
ed) because his f-pawn does not 
support this advance and it stops 
the gl knight going to f3. Another 
detrimental point is that when 
White has moved both his e-pawn 
and his f-pawn his king is more 
exposed than in many _ other 
variations. 

Dna g6 
a) 5...d6 6 e4 g6 transposes to the 
text. 


b) 5... e6!? was successful in the 
game Hook-Kaufman, Maryland 
1975. Black strikes in the centre 
before White has any 
progress with his development. 6 e4 
ed 75 ¥¥e7 8 f4 d6 9 S)f3 Zbd7 10 
Ye2 (10 S)c3 de 11 S)xdl 2 xd5 
12 Y&xd5 ef+ 13 @f2 ABbs& 14 
A.xf4o0; 10 Byc3 d4 11 Qc4!? de 
12 0-Ooo) 10 ... Het 11 Hc3 
&)xc3 12 be g6 13 ed #xe2+ 14 

Qxe2 Qxd6 15 0-0 0-00. 
c)5...ab!? This is the move that 5 
f3. sets out to refute. Most 
commentators have written ‘not 5 
. .ab because of 6 e4 +’ but Benko 
points out that 6 e4 can be met by 6 
. Ya5+ (he also suggests the 
simple 6... d6) 7 Qd2 b4, when 
White’s bishop on d2 is misplaced. 

6 e4 d6 
7 a4! 
Other plans are: 

a) 7 a3 ab 8 Qxb5+4+ (also 
possible is 8 4)xb5 followed by 
&Ye2, S)2c3 and Le2) 8... Abd7 
(if 8... Qd7 9 Qc4!t+ because 
Black is a little cramped) 9 4)e2 


made 


96 5 f8 


Qg7 10 4c3 (perhaps 10 4\c4 is 
better) 10... &xa3! (weak is 10 
... 0-0 11 Qg5+ Lim-Botto, 
Tjentiste 1975) 11 ba 4)xe4 12 fe 
A xc3+ 13 Qd2o. 

b) 7 e3 Be7 8 Re5h6(8...0-0 
9 ¥¥d2 He8 is possibly more active. 
e.g. 10 a4 Qbd7 11 4yh3 Abo 12 
Ef2 e6 13. a5 ab 14 A xb5 Qd7 15 
£)e4 &xb5 16 4)xb5 A)c4 17 43 
&)xg4 18 &xg7+ @xe7 19 Axd8 
Hexd8+  Viner-Gheorghiu, 
Adelaide 1971.) 9 Q.e3 0-0 10 ¥¥d2 
@h7 11 a4 Dbd7 12 4yh3 45 13 
£f2 ab 14 Qxb5 Nab 15 We2 
&xb5 16 2)xb5 e817 Hdl 4c7 
18 4)dc3 &)xb5 19 4)xb5 c4 20 
0-0 4)d3 Woodhams-Wester- 
veld, Amsterdam 1976. 

a Qe7 
8 ad 


Better is 8 £)c3 0-09 Qd2! and if 


9...&)bd7 10 |h3 orif9.. e610 


Qc4. 
Be 5% ab 


9 Q.xb5+ fd7! (96) 


f 
YG CaG 
“NG Y 


Y 


Black has to play carefully. If 9 

. Hbd7 10 Qd2!+ The game 
Korchnoi-Miles, Amsterdam 1976 
continued: 10 Y¥a4 0-0 11 &)c2 
&)a6 12 0-0 4)c7 13 Qc4 Abs 14 
G)d2 &c5 15 YHc2 Hb4 (also 
possible is 15... 4)a60o) 16 Ha2? 
(better is 16 Ha3) 16... Babé 
(intending... Bxc4) 17 Ha4 (17 
b3 Bb8!) 17... 4e8 18 Bxb4 
5)xb4 19 ¥b3 Y¥d7c0 

Clearly there is a wealth of new 
possibilities in this system. 


19 Black Does Not Play 5... 


1 d4 S)f6 2 c4.c5 3.d5 bd 4 ch a6 5 
bxa6 (97) 


WO 


: anette 


The move 5... &.xa6 is played 
in perhaps 99% of all contemporary 
Benko Gambit games. The pressure 
along the a6-f1 diagonal provides 
Black with part of his compensation 
for the pawn and if he does not 
make this capture at once, or very 
soon, he might find himself in an 
inferior line in which White, having 
advanced his e-pawn, can meet... 
&.xa6, thereby gaining time over 
many of the other 
considered in this book. The only 
logical reason for delaying 
&.xa6 is that Black may decide to 


variations 


Q xab6 


recapture with the knight, but since 
the c8 bishop is best placed on a6 
this alternative development is of 
little or no real merit. 

I would advise all Benko Gambit 
players to recapture with the bishop 
on a6 the moment White plays 
bxa6. The material in this chapter 
has been included solely as a 
warning of the sort of fate that can 
befall Black if does not play 5. 
§.xa6 and rather than consume 
valuable space in an attempt at 
being absolutely exhaustive I have 
limited the material in this chapter 
and provided just — sufficient 
information to act as a convincing 
case for the prosecution. 

Fe ae 4 6 
Bed... .d6 

. §)xXa6 is only satisfactory if 
White fianchettos his fl bishop, 
permitting Black to play his queen 
to b6 or ad and then ... &)c7 
followed by ... Q.a6. But if White 
meets 5... &)a6 with a system 
involving e4, Black will face similar 
problems to those in variation A. 


98 Black Does Not Play 5... 


Eaiw we 
I, Oth 
a at 


ait Uj 
ve ee 
a: RaOR 
eS | Yate 


6 4)c3 

6 dé?!ed7 4)c3 Axa68 Ae5h6 9 
Ah4 HNc6 10 D3 g5 11 Qe 4 12 
Gyh4 d5 13 &)xd5 4)xd5 14 Yxd5 
Ya5+ 15 YWd2 Ab4 16 Hel 
Wxa2 17 We3+ QLe7 18 Df Dd5 
19 %a3 Y%xa3 20 ba c4 21 J)xe7 
@xe7 22 e4 4-4. Shainswit- 
Formanek, US Open Ch 1972. 

Go oke d6 

6... Qg77 Df3d6 (7... 0-08 
e4 Yad 9 Ayd2 QAxab 10 Qe? is 
similar to variation B2 in chapter 
15 (note to White’s 10th move) but 
here Black has not yet played ... 
d6. The game Polugayevsky- 
Holmov, 34th USSR Ch, Tbilisi 
1967, continued 10... Qxe2 11 
YY xe2 Ah5 12 0-0 Qxc3 13 HAb3 
Yya6 14 Yxab6 4xa6_ 15 be c4 16 
E)d2 2\c5 17 &xc4 &xe4 18 Hel 
&)xc3 19 BRxe7 &xd5 20 Hxd7 
ENhf6 00) 8 g3 Ya5 9 Fyd2 0-0 10 
Qe2 Hxa6o (10... Qxab6 11 0-0 
G)bd7 transposes to chapters 


Qxab 


9-14) 11 0-0 Syc7 12 HNc4 Yyb4 
13 &)\e3 and now: 
a) 13... Qa6 14 Qd2 Hrs 15 
Ebl Dd7 16 Yc2 Ab5 17 &xb5 
Y%xb5 18 Hfel+ Despotovic- 
DeF otis, Dresden 1969. 
b)13...2)b5 14 |xb5 Y&xb5 15 
We2 Qa6 16 Belt Marovic- 
Bertok, Yugoslavia 1967. 

7 e4 Qg7 

8 S)f3 

8 Ya4+ Qd79 Yc2 (now Black 

cannot recapture on a6 with the 
bishop) 9... 0-0 10 S)f3 Yyb6 11 
Ke2 &xab 12 0-0 4c7 13 Hel 
Hftb8 14 Rblt Vaganian—Parma, 
USSR Yugoslavia match 1972. 


O eds 0-0 

9 Qe2 
a) 9 g3?! Yad! (or 9... Y¥b6) 
followed by &xa6, when 
White’s g3 is completely out of 
place. 
b) 9h3 4)fd7 (9... Hbd7 10 He2 


£.xa6 11 0-0 Eb6 12 Af4 & xe2 
13 Y%xe2 )a4oo Bajec—Forintos, 
Ljubljana 1969) 10 Qe2 A xa6 11 
0-0 Yb6 12 Hel Hc8B 13 YHe2 
Axe2 14 Hxe2t Gligoric- 
Udoveic, Yugoslav Ch 1957. 

Note that the position after 9 
e2 can also arise from the King’s 
Indian Defence via the move order 
1 d4 S)f6 2 c4 26 3 Dc3 Ne7 4 e4 
d6 5 4)f3 0-0 6 Ne2c5 7d5 b5 8 cb 
a6 9 ba. 

Oe oc Qxa6 
10 0-0 


10 Q.xa6 4xa6 11 0-0 4d7 
12. Qg5!+ — Bronstein—Lundin, 
Saltsjobaden Interzonal 1948. Sec 
chapter 1, page 10. 

IQ 2%. Yc7 

... Qbd7 11 h3 Abo 12 Hel 

W%c8 13 Af4 Axe2 14 Hxe2 Hab 
15 Hel Sa4 16 B)xa4 YWxa4 17 
b3 YYa6 18 Rc4+ Gligoric-Van 
Seters, Hastings 1962 /63. 

11 Gel ENbd7 

12 Qxa6 Hxabt 

Taimanov-Bronstein,  Ziirich 
1953 (see chapter 1, page 12). 


i WW 


at a” 
I 0. 0 = 
a ss OEY: 


Black Does Not Play 5... 


Axa6 99 


a) 8 e4 0-0 9 Sge2 4xab (9... 
Qxa6 10 0-0 Hbd7 11 Hc3 
transposes to variation Bl in 
chapter 9, note (a) to White’s 9th 
move) 100-0 ¥b6 11 S)d2 S)g4 12 
Hbl Sc7 13 Sc3 Hed 14 SFB 
Qa6 15 xe5 Qxe5 16 Bat 
Yb7 = Nedeljkovic—Bertok, Yugo- 
slav Ch 1953. 
b) 8 5yh3! 0-0 9 0-0 4)xab6_ (9 
£.xa6 10 2)c3 Hbd7 is variation 
BI] in chapter 9) 10 4)f4 ¥Yb6 11 
&)a3 S)b4 12 Ad2 Dg413h3 Hed 
(13... Q&xb2? 14 Sy)c4) 14 Qc3 
Qd7 15 Yd2 Afb8 16 Ad3 (16 
Hfcl YWa6!oo) 16... Abxd3 17 
exd3 Wab6 18 &S)c4!+  Bukic- 
Bogdanovic, Yugoslavia 1973. 

Oaks 0-0 

9 0-0 &)xab6 

9 ... {Qxa6 transposes to 

chapters 9-14. 

10 3yc3 ENc7 

. Y%b6 (or... Wad) 11 
&)d2 &)c7 12 &)c4 Yb4 transposes 
to variation A, note to Black’s 6th 
move. 


1] Qf4 Rab 
12 Yd2 Hb8 
13 Bfel Hb4 
14 Phot 


Donner—Udovei¢, Bled 1961. 


20 


‘ieee ae 


ZZ 
i ; a apa Lf 
Fes 3 a6 
Delaying a6 avoids the 


variation 5 e3 (chapter 17) but it 
allows White to reach _ the 
favourable positions of chapter 19. 
e.g.4...g65 5c3 Qge7 6 e4d67 
He2 0-0 8 Df3 a6 9 ba {xa 10 
0-0 (see page 98). 

4... Qb7 leads to a completely 
different type of game. e.g. 5 4)c3 
tYYa5 6 Qd2 e6 7 e4 ed 7 ed Y¥c7 9 
Qc4 d6 10 A|ge2 Hbd7 11 0-0 
Z)e5 12 b3 Le7 13 Dg3 Wd7 14 f4 
&)xc4 15 be, and Black has nothing 
to show for the pawn. Stahlberg-- 
Stoltz, Sweden 1933. 


Gambit Accepted—Miscellaneous 


5 ba 

5 4)c3 ab 6 e4 is chapter 21, but 
if6 2)xb5 Wa5+ 7 4c3 g6 we will 
transpose to one of the more regular 
variations in chapters 9-15. 
Another-possibility after 6 4)xb5 is 
6... e6!? e.g. 7 Bc3 ed 8 e3 Ab7. 

Black can also meet 5 S)c3 with 5 
... d6 6 e4 g6 and now: 
a) 7 £4! Qo7 8 53 0-09 ba Qxaéb 
10 Qxa6 Hxa6 11 0-0 Yyb6 12 
Ye2 Bbd7 13 €5 de 14 fe Dg4 15 
Aft Bfa8 16 Rael c44+ 17 Bhl + 
Schiffer-Hug, Berlin 1971. 
b) 7 D£3 Lg7 8 h3 (too slow. Better 
is 8 §e2 0-0 transposing to the note 
on4...g6above.) 8...0-09 Qc2 
ab 10 Q.xb5 4)xe4! (this resource 
has been made possible by White’s 
poor use of his 8th move) 11 4)xe4 
Ya5+ 12 Bc3 Qxc3+ 13 be 
YYxb5 14 Ad2 %d3F Matchett- 
O’Kelly, Bognor Regis 1956. 


Bry ks £.xab 
6 Byc3 d6 
7 4 (101) 


This is a fairly recent (1974) 
idea. White first plays f4 and 4)f3, 


then e4, after which ... &xfl is 
met by Hxfl and @f2-g1. The 
point is that White avoids 
weakening his K-side with moves 
such as g3 or h3 and his setup with 
pawns on e4 and f4 and his knight 
on f3 is ready for the advance e5 at 
an opportune moment. 
TP gana g6 
8 43 
9 e4 
10 &xfl 
Benko suggests 10... Yb6 as a 
possible improvement, since 11 
@f2? can then be refuted by 11... 
c4+.In reply to 10... %¥b6 Benko 
mentions 1] h3, to be followed by 
@f2, but then I like the look of 11 
. 2yh5, keeping the white king in 
the centre for as long as possible and 
threatening 12... &.xc3+ 13 be 
&\g3 and 14... 4)xe4. Benko’s 
other suggestion is 11 ¢5!? which 
leads to interesting complications. 
eg. 1]... de 12 fe Dg4 13 Ye2 
YYy'a6 00. 
1] @f &\bd7 
The most popular move, holding 


Gambit Accepted—Miscellaneous 101 


back e5 and preparing for an 
eventual... 4)b6-a4. 
a) 11... Dfd7 12 Sg! a6 13 €5 
de 14 fe £)xe5 15 2)xe5 QA xe5 16 
Hh6 He8 17 Wr3 f6 18 Bad! 2)b4 
19 d6 ed 20 Sye4 fB 21 J)xd6 
Qxd6 22 a3 QAxh2+ 23 Oxh?2 
Mh4+ 24 Wh3 Yxh3+ 25 
&xh300 Lombard -Gerusel, Man- 
nheim 1975. 
b) 11... Wbh6 12 @gl Hab (12 

. $ybd7 transposes to the text) 13 
5 (13 @hl S)b4 14 a3 Yab 15 
Qe3 |d3 16 Wd2 Afb8 17 Afbl 
&)xb2 18 HWxb2 &xc4 19 
Bxb8+ 8 xb8 20 4)xe4 Axal F 
Emma-R. Garcia, Mar del Plata 
1976) 13... Bd7 14 Wel Syc7 15 
@hi?! Wab 16 Yf2 (Murci- 
Platonov, Daugavpils 1974) 16... 
¥4c4! = -Boleslavsky. 

12 @gl Yb6 

Weaker is 12... Syb6 and now: 
a) 13 @hl Yd7 14 Yc2 Ams 15 
Ebl a4 16 dl e6 17 b3 
(Pelts-Platonov, Daugavpils 1974) 
and now instead of 17... %b5? 18 
&)d2! Eb6 19 de fe 20 Ab2+, 
Black should have tried Benko’s 
suggestion 17... ed 18 ab &xbl 
19 Y&xbl de, with a strong central 
pawn mass for the piece (00). 
b) 13 Ye2 2ya4 14 Adl &xc3 15 
be Ha4 165 }\c4 17 Q.b2 (5 18 c4 
Yb6 19 Adel Bfb8 20 Bc2 Hb4 
4-4 (+) Goodman-Benko, Lone 
Pine 1977. 


13 Yel (102) 


102 Gambit Accepted—Mscellaneous 


a) 13 e5? de 14 fe Dg4F. 

b) 13 h3 (preparing for e5) 13... 
Bfb8 14 e5 SHJe8B 15 Wel 
&)c7 =-Benko. 

c) 13 @hl Hfb8 14 Yel Yb700, 


7, we 
man tt 
& WIZ 


Os 


la ytZ_ Ag 


"Y 
yi Be 
aon 


Laos Yyb7!? 

Taking advantage of White’s 
previous move by attacking the d- 
pawn. The alternative is 13... 
c4+, intending to meet 14 @hl 
with 14... 4)c5 (15 Qe3 Hfd7), 
but White can play 14 Qe3!? 
(instead of @hl) sacrificing a 
pawn: 14... ¥%xb2 15 e5 and now: 
a) 15...5)e8 16 Qd4 Ya3 17 h4 
(17 e6!?) 17... S)c7 18h5 e€6 19 hg 
fg 20 ed Yxd6 21 Axg7 @xeg7 22 
de Yxe6 4-4 (4) Bukic- 
Sofrevsky, Yugoslav Ch 1975. 
b) 15... Dg4?! 16 Ad4 de 17 fe 
Yb8 18 Bbl! Y¥c8 19 h3 Syh6 20 
g4 &)c5 21 Wh4 f6 22 Abo? (22 
Eb5! S)d3 23 ef ef 24 Sel g5!00) 
22... fe! 23 Qe3 (23 Qxe5 Axed 


24 &xe5 Wc7F) 23 e4F 
Ungureanu-Stanciu, Romanian 
Ch 1974. 

14 Qd2 


14e5 4)xd5 15 e6 4)xc3 16 be fe 
17 Y%xe6+ Oh8 F. 
eee c4 
.. Yxb2?. 15 Abl Y¥a3 16 
e5, followed by e6 and Hb7+. 


15 e5?! 

Safer was 15 Rb1 &)c5oo. 
PO cins de 
16 fe &)xd5 
17 e6 Web6+ 
18 @hl YY xe6 F 


Lombard-Benko, Costa Brava 
1975 continued 19 YYh4 4)5f6 20 
Hael We4 21 xed 8xe4 22 
Hxe7 4)4f6 (also good is 27... 
4)7{6. Black has given up his extra 
pawn in order to relieve the 
pressure on his position but he still 
has a slight edge because his Q-side 
attack can be renewed.) 23 Qe€3 
Hifb8! (threat 24 ... Qf8) 24 
Qd4!? Bxb2 25 Hed (25 Hed 
Qh6oo, or 25... h600, or 25... 
HfB 26 Syce4 Bxa2 27 &)xfo+ 
&)xf6 28 Axf6 Bd2=) 25... 
5)xe5 26 Qxe5 Hc2! 27 3 & xc3! 
28 &xc3 4d529 Hexf7 |xc3 30 
Be7 4d5 31 Bd7 Se3 32 Bel 
He8 33.a4c3 34a5c235a6 Qc3 36 
Eel Qb2 37 Bxc2 4xc2 38 a7 
Qd4 39 Bb7 Qxa7 0-1. 
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1 d4 46 2c4.c5 3.d5b5 4 cxb5 a6 
5 &\c3 axb5 6 e4 ae 


“y L: 


‘e 
. 


meet 
am 
pe 
s 


White stakes a firm claim in the 
centre rather than pursue the 
materialistic paths of 5 bxa6. His 6 
e4 will be followed by preparation 
for an early e5, with the idea of dis- 
rupting Black’s development and scor- 
ing a quick knockout in the centre. 

Note, incidentally, that5.. .abis 
not the only possible reply to 5 4)c3. 
In the game Gulko-Popov, where 
when Black played the interesting 5 

. YY¥a5!?, play continued 6 ba g6 
(better6... Qxa6) 7 Qd2 Yb6? 
(still 7... §.xa6 was best) 8 S)a4 
Yc7 (better 8... Wd6 9 4xcd5 
Y&xd5) 9 &xc5 4xd5 (not 9... 


YYxc5?? 10 Hcl) 10 Bel S)c6 11 e4 
E)5b4 12 Ya4 1-0. (If 12... xab 
13 &xa6 Qxaé 14 2)xab6_ Yyb6 15 
GYcT+). 

G2gs b4 

6...d6?7 Q.xb5+ transposes to 

the old form of the gambit discussed 
in pages 97-99. 

7 &)b5 

Whether or not White’s system is 
eventually found to be sound will 
probably depend on whether the 
knight is well placed or badly 
placed on b5. 

If7 e5?? bc 8efcb9 Axb2 Ya5+ 
10 Yyd2 Yyxd2+ 11 @xd2 gfF F 
Vannrud-Akvist, Eksjo 1970. 

Ee iea d6 (104) 

a) 7... 4)xe4? can be met by 8 
Ye! (threat 9 4)d6 mate) 8... 5 
9 f3 winning a piece; or 8 Qf4 d6 
transposing to variation A. 
b) 7... .b3?!8e5 (8a4and8 4)c3d69 
x b3 are also quite good for White) 

. Axa29 Abi! (not 9 d6 ed! 
10ef Rxal 11 Y¥e2+ Qe7, when Black 
can defend himself) 9 ... Sye4 
(9... Bab? 10 Bc3!++) 10 
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Yxb3 Ya5+ 11 Bc3 xc3 12 
be + 


W 
aa 
af ape 

A 8 are 
B 8 Sf 


8 Q.c4 has also been played, and 
Black should reply 8... g6 9 4)f3 
transposing to variation B2. If 
instead Black captures the e-pawn 
he suffers the same sort of fate as in 
variation Al: 8... 8)xe4? 9 We2 
f> (9... Sf 10 Qs! Hab 11 
&)xd6+! with a winning game, 
Haik-Fraguela, Lanzarote 1976) 
10 f3 S)f6 11 Qft Hab 12 DHh3 g6 
13 0-0 Qe7 14 HAfel with a great 
game for the pawn; Zhuravlev- 
Gruchko, USSR 1976. 

A 
8 Qf4 

This move threatens e5 and 
maintains the pressure against d6. 

Black has tried: 


Al 8... 8)xe4 
A2 8... g5! 
A3 8... Sab 
A4 8... bd7 
Al 


Bevis &)xe4? (105) 


arr) 
mi - a 


q “2 
cm ie 
UGE 


This move falls in with White’s 
plan of attacking along the e-file 
though now, instead of the advance 
ed being the key to the attack it is 
the less direct (but no_ less 
dangerous) pressure from White’s 
queen on e2. 

9 Qd3 
Also strong are: 
a) 9 |f3 Bad 10 Act Yb6 11 
We2 Qa6 12 Yxe4 Qxbd 13 
QAxb5 Hxb5 14 Hd2 Sd8 15 
&\c4 Y%Yc7 16 0-0 4)d7 17 a4 ba 18 


Hxa3+  Samoilov-Shepetkin, 
USSR 1975. 
b) 9 We2 25 (9... Sf6 10 &)xd6+ 


@d7 11 %b5+ he7 12 S)c8 mate; 
or9...f5 10 f3 g5 11 fe gf 12 e5!+) 
10 Qed! (10 Qxe5 S)xe5) 10... 
de (If 10... f6 11 Y4h5+ @d7 12 
Ye4+ Be8 13 Yxe4t fe 14 D3 +) 
11 Yxe4+, with the threats of 12 
YY xe5 and 12 d6. 


Sere EYf6 
10 Ye2 Ra6é 
ll &)xd6+! Bxd6 
12 Qb5+ Aybd7 
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If 12... Bd713 Qxb8+ or 12 
. Qd7 13 Axd6. 

13 Q&xd6 Yb6 

14 e3 4x5 

15 APB e6 

16 Sye5 Eyc7 

17 Qa4 Ya6 

18 %xa6 &)xa6 

19 0-0-0 E)ab8 


So far we have been following 
Birnboim-Romn,, Israel Champion- 


ship 1975/76. Now the most 
effective continuation is 
20 Hxd7! Qxd7 
Or 20... &)xd7 21 Hdl. 
21 8)xd7_ = &)xd7 
22 Adl++ 
A2 


8... 5! (106) 


“A 
4 


ZA Oa ‘ 4 
m aX 


This interesting move — was 
discovered by Benko and _ first 
mentioned by him in the January 
1976 issue of Chess Life and Revive. 
Black encourages the white bishop 
&)xc4 


will come with gain of tempo on the 


onto g5 so that the move... 


bishop and Black will have an extra 


tempo with which to defend himself 


against the attack instituted by We2. 
9 Qe3 (107) 

al) 9 Qxg5 |xe4 10 Af4 Qe7 
(interesting is 10... Ya5!? 11 Ac4 
b3+ 12@f1 Af 13 We2Hd8oo) 11 
Ye2 4 f6, and now, after both 12 
E\xd6+ 8 13 6)xc8 Y¥xc8and 12 
&xd6 4)xd5 13 Hdl 0-0, Black has 
excellent counterplay for the pawn. 
7a2) 9 Qxg5 Sxe4 10 Qd3 
&)xg5 11 h4 Se4 (11... Heb 12 
de Qxe6 13 WP d5 14 Weg3 Dab 
15 4)a3 is probably good for White) 
12 &xe4 YWad!loo. 

a3) 9 Axg5 4)xe4 10 43?! Qe7 
1] Bd3 Axg5 12 Axed h6 13 
E\e4 Qxb2!? 14 0-0 Ad7 15 He2 
Qxal 16 44xd6+ Hf8 17 |xc8 
Hxc8 18 HWxal+F  Pozarek- 
Valvo, USA 1975. 

b) 9 eS gf 10 cf Ad7! 11 He2 (11 
&Yh3 is more accurate, since now 
Black can play 11... £3!; but not 11 
fe Yxe7+ 12 Bc2 HcdSF) 11 
&)xf6 12 )xf4 Qe7 13 Qd3 0-0 
(better is 13... Q§a6-Benko) 14 


0-0F steamed USA 1975. 


“1% 
4 


VA 


Y 
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10 Qd3 EYf6 
1] Qxe5 Qe7 
12 2ye2 Eybd7 
13 0-0 ENe5 
14 a4 E)x d3 
15 %&xd3 ~=—-0-0 
16 Zyf4 Yd 7 
17 Bfel Weo4 Ft 


Fronczek-Dobosz, Polish Cham- 
pionship 1976 continued: 
18 Ye3 Yxe3 19 hg Qd7 20 4yc7 
a7 21 Ab5 Had 22 b3 h6 23 
Qh4 He8 24 Bad] Axb5 25 ab 
Hxb5 26 Ral Rb7 27 Hab Ss 
28 £3 2)d7 29 Ayh5 Ad4+ 30 Bh! 
ENb6 31 }|F4 Med 32 Hdl Axf4 
33 ef Ba8 34 Bxa8+ 4)xa8 35 f5 
f6 36 Qf2 Ka7 37 Me3 Be7 38 
cl Ac7 39 Sh2 Ha2 40 Hd3 
He241 Af4 b542 Oh3 Ad4 43 
g4 Hb2 44 He3 @f7 45 Axh6 
&xb3 0-1. 
A3 

8... G\a6 (108) 


WG 
tA 
3 


am 
za 
fe 


408 Y 
y ane 
wy 

wi 


Vaganian’s move. Black de- 
velops his b8 knight in such a way 
that after e5 and e6 White’s e-pawn 
will be en prise. 


9 Jf3 g6 
10 e5 Eyh5 
11] Y4a4 


Not 11 Qg5? f6! 12 efef 13 Re3 
Qg7 14 Hd2 f 15 Syc4 0-0 16 
e2 f4 17 cl f3, and Black has 
the upper hand. Tukmakov- 
Vaganian, Vilnius 1975. 

eer Qd7 

If ll... Yd7?? 12-4)xd6+! ed 

13 Qb5+ +. 
12 e6! 

Now we see the main point of 11 
YYa4. Black cannot capture twice 
on e6. Feeble is 12 Qe3 Qg7! (not 
12... de? 13 &)xe5 })f6 14 Sc6 
Mb6 15 Qxcd5! Wxcd 16 
Ywxab!t++) 13 94 Qxg4! 14 
ENc7+ @f8 15 2)xa8 Yxa8F. 

|p een fe 

13 de cb 

. &xf4 14 ed+ Yxd7 15 
&)xd6+ ++. 

14 &xd6+! Yxd6 

15 Qb5! 

Despite having an extra piece 
Black is quite lost. 

ca We x e6+ 


Or 15... &b8 16 Yxa8 42)xf4 
17 Axc6+ ++. 
16 Qe5 &xb5 


17 &xb5+ Wd7 
18 %Yxd7+ @&xd7 
19 QAxhB++ 
Analysis by Igor Zaitsev. 
A4 
Bosse ENbd7 (109) 


most sound and _ most 


The 
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4 
1m? Ms = 
yy re — 


Gre 

ZG 1, 
YZ BY iw 
segs R Opry 


popular move, but possibly not so 

strong as 8... g5! which still awaits 

further practical tests. The text 

move holds up the advance e5 and 

contributes to Black’s development. 
9 £3 ENh5!? 

A strange looking move by which 
Black announces that he will be 
content to draw at once (10 Qg5 
E611 Qf4 Syh5 etc.) 

a) It is still unsafe to take the 
e-pawn because of (9... 4) xe4) 10 
Ye2 (or 10 Qd3 and | 1 Ye2+) 10 
E\df6 11 gd! &xg5 12 
&)xd6+ @d7 13 Yb5+4++. 
b) 9... Q.a62! 1065 ¥a5 11 a4!! ba+ 
12 Qd2 %b613 Bxa3 4)xd5(orl3 
..c414 Qxc4 He4 150-0 withan 
overwhelming position.) 14 Q.c4 
&b7 15 Rxa8 & xa8 16 Wad Yb8 
17 Qa5 2)5b6? 18 e6!++ Dzhan- 
oev-Kalatozishvili, USSR 1976. 
c) 9... 4)b6 10 Hel (also good is 
10 &e5! de 11 Qxe5 Wd7 12 
Yc2+-a consequence of Black’s 
lack of control over the ¢5 square 
after ... &)b6, but not 12 4)c7+ 
as 13 Ab5 Y%g4o0. Now White 


threatens 11 &xc5! dc 12 4)c7+ 
@d7 13 Qb5 mate.) 10...4)xe411 
Q.d3 (less accurate is 11 We2 fS 12 
BH xc5 dc 13 &c7+ Ofloo) 11... 
&)f6 12 Ye2 e6 13 de fe 14 Ag5 
E)bd5 15 &)xe6 2)xf4 16 4) xf4+ 
Qe7 17 Qc4 Ag4 18 Qs 19 
Hdl+ Tseshkovsky-Alburt, Vil- 
nius 1975. 
10 95 (110) 


EY 


wae 


UY, Le 
5 ay” R aa 


Theaenine 1] sake 
TO cass EYhf6 
Black has sacrificed a tempo to lure 
White’s bishop off the h2-b8 diagonal 
on which it can do such damage. 
. Yb6 11 Ad2 6 12 Syc4 
Y¥b8 13 a4! leaves Black with very 
little Q-side play. 

Rashkovsky-Zilberman, Chel- 
iabinsk 1975, continued 13 ... 
Qe7 14 Qd3 h6 15 He3 Hab 16 
0-0 0-0 17 Yd2 @Gh7 18 f4+. 

LL) Jel? 

This is a bad square for the rook 
which is needed on al to support 
the b5 knight by a4 when necessary. 
a) 114)fd4, suggested by Szabo but 
not yet tested. 
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b) 11 e5 &xe5 (11... de 12 Ye2 
Had 13 xed xed 14 Wxed 
Yb6 15 S)yc7+ Gd8 16 Af4—not 
16 dé? %xd6 17 Rdl @xc7-16 
. &)d7, and now 17 Wf5 or 17 
Yg5 can be met by 17... Wf 
when the exchange of queens leads 
to a level ending, while 17 %e3 g5 
followed by ... {(g7 is unclear. 
Analysis by I. Zaitsev and Benko.) 
12 Exe5 dxe5 13 Ac4 Ab7 14 0-0 
Yb6 15 Hel h6 16 Ah4 4d7 17 f4 
go + Radashkovich-Romn,, Israel 
Ch 1975/76. 
c) 11 Qd3 g6 12 0-0 Qg7 and it is 
Black for choice. 
d) 11 Y4e2?! Ha5!! (a most useful 
idea, and one reason why White’s 
knight might not be well placed on 
b5) 12e5 (12 4¥c2b3!—Benko) 12... 
Kab! 13 ef (13 &xd64+ ed 14 ef+ 
Axe2 15fg Axg7 16 Axd8Oxd8 
17 Axe2 Axb2F-Benko) 13... 
Axb5 14 fe Mxe7 15 Qxe7 (15 
Ye3 Axfl 16 &xfl f6 followed by 
.. 0-O-Benko) 15... Yxe7 16 
YY xe7+ @xe7 17 Axb5 Bxb5 18 
0-0 4)b6 19 Hfel+ Gd7 20 at! 
(the best chance. If 20 Zg5 h6 21 
G)xf7?? HfBF+F) 20... ba 21] 
 xa3 Ha822 Bae3 €)xd523 Bd3 
c4 24 Yd4 (so far as in I. 
Zaitsev-Benko,  brilliancy prize 
game Szolnok 1975) and now Benko 
points out that the most accurate 
continuation is24...4)b6! when 25 
ZYe5+ is not playable because of 25 
Hxe5. In any event the 


endgame is a win for Black. 

ee &)xe4! 

12 Qf4 6 )df6! + 

Vaganian-Szabo, Costa Brava 

1975 continued 13 Qd3 g6 14 Ye2 
Qg7 15 Ad2 0-0! 16 &)xe4 E)xe4 
17 &xe4 Hxa2 18 Rb! Bab 19 
Qd3, and now according to Szabo 
Black should play 19... #¥¥d7! 20 
Ac4 Axb5! 21 Axb5 Hf! IfWhite 
does not play 20 §.c4 he has no way 
to meet the threat of 20... Bb8. 
B 

8 £3 (/11) 


Z A\»- 
- 5, 1 Ya; 
(4, 
Y ‘a 
Y 


This move has the same aims as 8 
Qf4 (i.e. an attack along the e-file) 
but avoids the problems of 8 4.f4 g5! 

soem g6 
a) 8 ... &)xe4? is still bad for 
Black: 9 Ac4! g6 10 Ye2! (10 0-Ois 
also good) 10 ... Sf6 11 Ayr 
(threat 12 8)xd6+) 11... Ba6 12 
&)xd6+! Bxd6 13 Qb5+++ (If 
... Bd7 14 Qxb8 or 13... 
E\bd7 /Q.d7 14 Qxd6). 
b) 8... bd7 9 Qf4 transposcs to 
variation A4. 
9 ¢5 
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The most direct approach to the 
position. 

9 &c4 Qe7 10e5de 11 2 xeS5will 
transpose to the text, but Black must 
not meet 9 Qc4 with9... 8)xe4? 
which, asusual, is refuted by 10 ¥e2: 
eg. 10... Qfo 11 Afe Bab 12 
&)xd6+! BRxd6 13 Qb5+ ++. 

Possible is 9 Qc4¢ Ag7 10 0-0 
0-0 11 Hel or 11 We2, but this 
idea still awaits a practical test. 

eer de 
10 8)xe5 

Interesting is 10 d6 ed 11 Qg5!? 
a5! (nothing else suffices to parry 
the threat of 12 Qxf6 Yxf6 13 
6)c7+. eg. 11... Hab 12 Qxfo! 
Y%xf6 13 YWd5 Bb8 14 Yc6+ Be7 
1b -6ye7+. te orl) «4 e712 
Axf6 Ax 13 Axd6+ Swe 14 
Wd5 Ha7 15 WxcSt+) 12 
E)xe5 We7! 13 Axe (if 13 
&)xd6+ %xd6 14 Yxd6 Qxd6 
15 Axf6 O-OF) 13... &xf6 14 
E\c7+ Qd8 15 Hct Bxc7! (if 15 

. Ba7 16 4)d5 with a strong 
attack) 16 8)xa5 Yxb2. Black has 
excellent counterplay for the 
exchange. Analysis by Igor Zaitsev. 

IO: ste Ag7 
11 Qc4 0-0 
12 0-0 

12 d6? should be met by 12... 
Hb7o0rl2...Radbutnot 12. ..ed? 
13 &xd6! e814 Dc7 He4 15 Hd5 
Yxe5 16 Yxe5 Qxc5 17 xa8. 

12h as .8 Qb7 (112) 
a) 12... Se4 (or 12... He8) 13 


Hel Qd6 14 &xd6 ed 15 Dd3 = 
b) 12... Qa6 13 Hel Qxb5 14 
Axb5 %xd5 15 We2 b3 16 YWe2 
Hxa2 17 Bbl Dfd7 18 &xd7 
E\xd7 19 ¥¥xe7 De5 20 Hf4c4 21 
Hxe5 Axb2 22 Abel Wd4F 
Gulko-Vasyukov, Erevan 1976. 

c) 12... fd7 13 Dxd7 &xd7 14 
d6 ed 15 &)xd6 SHe5 16 Qd5? 
(better 16 Qe2) 16... 84! 17 £3 
wxdo 18 Qxa8’ FAd3! 19 Qed. 
A 20 Het Axe4 21 fxe4 Qxb2 
22 Abl Qed+ Farago-Barczay, 
Hungarian eee 1976. 


fe 


Mae ZX jg, 
ae 


alles 


BG ii 
bass Khe 


14 S\c7 
15 &xd5 
Not 15 8)xa8? Q xe5. 
So far we have been following the 


game Yudovich Jnr.—Kremen- 
etsky, USSR 1975. 

ks ener YY xd6! 

16 4)d3 ed 

17 Af4 YY b6! 

18 Jxa8B Qxa8 


The dynamic potential in Black’s 
position provides ample compensation 
for the modest material investment. 
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1 d4 S)f6 2 c4c5.3 d5 bS5 (1/3) 


2a - 


es nae 


In this chapter we shall examine 
the numerous ways in which White 
can decline the gambit on move 
four. My own feeling is that Black 
should have nothing to fear in any 
of these systems simply because he 
gets part of the traditional Benko 
Gambit counterplay (the half-open 
b-file; the h8-al diagonal; 
possibly the a6-fl diagonal) 
without giving up a pawn. Never- 
theless, Black cannot afford to take 
these systems too lightly in case he 
suddenly discovers that White has 
established a positional bind. 

We now consider: 


and 


A 4 a4 
B 4 4)a3 
C 4 b3 
D 4 ¥c2 
E 4 S)d2 
F 4 e4? 
G 4 £8 

H 4 Syf3 
I 4 g3 and 
J 4 &g5 


4 e3 g6 5 cb transposes to chapter 


4 a4 (1/4) 


om ie 
ia i 
Va, Wa, 


LE He 
Wes Ae 


a 


This move has been popularized 
by the Bulgarian International 
Master Pcev. White (temporarily) 


sacrifices his c-pawn in an attempt 
to restrict Black’s Q-side play. If 
Black tries to hang on to the pawn 
he fails and gets a bad position in 
the process. 

Be ens bxc4 

. b4 blocks the Q-side and 
therefore reduces Black’s counter- 
play on that flank to a minimum, 
but with little evidence to support 
or condemn the move it would be 
unreasonable of us to attempt to 
reach a firm conclusion. Intuitively 
I feel that 4... b4 is suspect but I 
could be proven wrong. Here are 
two examples: 

a) 5 4)d2 (intending an eventual 
&B\c4) 5...€56e4 d67 b3 Qe7 8 
Q.b2 Dbd7 9 g3 |fB 10 h4 h5 11 
Qh3 Axh3 12 |xh3 Yd7 13 f3 
0-0-0 14 YWe2 Ye8 15 0-0-0+ 
Vaisman-Ghizdavu, Romanian 
Team Championship 1974. 

b) 5 g3 Qb7 6 Qe2 e5 7 e4 dé 8 
5ye2 6 9 0-0 ADbd7 10 Hd3 Yc7 
11 £4 ef 12 gf 0-0-0 13 b3 Qg7 
14 Qb2+ (but Black won) 
Balcerowski-Georgadze, Decin 
1975. 

5 S)c3 d6 
a)5...e66e4ed 7 ed d6 8 Qxc4 
Qe7, leaves Black with virtually no 
counterplay. e.g. 9 Zf3 0-0 10 0-0 
e411 Qe2 Abd7 12 a5 Abs 13 
Kel He814h3 Qh5 15 4 Ae6 16 
Qb5+  Donchenko-Akopian, 
4-final Burevestnik Championship 
1975. 
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b) 5... Wad 6 Qd2 Ha6 is an 


interesting idea of Bellon’s. Black 
forces the exchange of light squared 


bishops before completing the 
development of his K-side. 
Peev-Bellon, Cienfuegos 1976 


continued: 7 e4 d6 8 & xc4 S)b4 9 
&)ge2 Lab 10 Axab Yxab 11 0-0 
Yb7 12 Qed Sye4!? 13 Dcl Hed 
14 Qf4 |Ad7 15 YWe2 Hd8, with 
roughly equal chances. 

6 e4 (115) 


ia Se 
2% Va. 


a 


GWG Z 
YL AMG SUF 
LENS AR Oty 


6... Qab6 
A vain attempt to keep the pawn 
by putting the bishop on a square 
from where it has no real future. As 
with most other lines in which 
White declines the gambit Black 
does best to develop his c8 bishop 
on g4. 
7 £4! e6 
. §)bd7 has also been found 
wanting after 8 4)f3, threatening 
co, 62 
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a) 8... Yb89 We2! Yb7 10 3 €5 
11 de fe 12 Qh3! (weaker is 12 €5 
&)d5 13 &)xd5?!-13 Q¢g2 is better 
controlling the long diagonal-13 
. %&xd5 14 ed 0-0-0 15 Ag? 
Qxd6F Peev—Pedersen, Skopje 
Olympiad 1972.) 12 ... e5 13 
Neb! +. 
b) 8... g69 €5!? de 10 fe Sg4 11 
Af4 Qg7 (so far as in van den 
Broek—Goldenberg, Belgium 1975) 
12 Ye2!? followed by g4 witha very 
active game for White. 
8 Z)f3 
Now e5 cannot be stopped. 
ee ed 
Better is 8... Qe7+. 
9.65! d4 
No betteris9...de 10 fe e4 11 
Yxd5 Yxd5 12 Axd5 Sd7 13 
Aft Sc6 14 Adl Hd7 15 e6l+ 
Peev—Alburt, Lublin 1972. 
10 ef dc 
. Y%xf6 11 Db5 Axb5 12 
ab d5 13 &e5 is also highly 
unpleasant for Black. e.g. 13... 
E)\d7 14 &xd7 @xd7 15 WB 
Yeb6+ 16 @f2 d3 17 Axd3 cd 18 
Kel with an _ overwhelming 
position. Niklasson—-Spiridonov, 
Sandefjord 1976. 
Possibly Black should have tried 
10... d3!? 


11 Yds! Ye? 
If ll... Bd7 12 Ye4+. 
12 Qxc4 


12 Ye4+ @d8 13 Axc4 Axc4 
14 %&xc4 is also good for White, but 


not 12 %xa8?? Qb7 13 ¥%xa7 
4)c6 winning the queen. 
LD eo Q.xc4 


Ifl2...Qb713 Qb5+ Hd7 14 
Ye5 of 15 Wx Be8 16 Sf2+. 
13 %Yxa8 
Now this capture is safe. 
bes aeons ef 
Threatening 14... Ye7+. 
14 @f2 Re7 
15 bc3 0-0 
16 Ye4 


16 Ebl Sc6 17 Yb7 is also 
pleasant for White. 


16... d5 

17 ¥Y¥f Ed8 

18 h4! d4 

19 Bh3 Yd7 

20 Rg3+ hs 

21 Yxd7!++ 

Vaisman-~Knaak, Halle 1976. 
A2 
6 us g6 (//6) 


“at 
Yy 


ZZ YY 
LUA%7 27, 


cle 


When in doubt, develop. 


7 £4 
Still aiming for e5. 
a) 75)£3 Qe7 (7... Ag4!?) 8 Hd2 


GNbd7 9 &)xc4 is a logical yet less 
forceful idea which was employed 
by Najdorf against de Miguel in the 
1960 Argentine Championship. 
After 9... 0-0 10 Me2 Qb7 (10 

. &e8!?) 11 0-0 He8 12 Qed 
GYe5 13 f4 &)xc4 14 Qxc4 Black 
had a passive position. 


b) 7 Qxct Qe7 8 DPB (8 Age? 0-0 


90-0 S)a6 10 £4?! Ayb4 11 h3 Mab 
12 Qxa6 A|xab 13 Sg3 is too 
loosening. Rotov—Pohla, Estonian 
Championship 1972, continued 13 

. c7 14 Hel Hb8 15 He2 
Hb4 16 Qc3 Ya8 17 Ad2 Hrs 
18 We2 h5 19 h4 |e4F) 8 
Agt!= 

After this thematic move Black 
can exchange off the bishop (which 
has no other useful function) for 
White’s knight, thereby reducing 
White’s control of e5. Instead of 8 

.. Ag4!ifBlack plays8...)fd7? 
he finds it much more difficult to 
prevent the advance of the white e- 
pawn, e.g. 9 0-0 4)a6 10 Qf4 0-0 
1] Y4d2 He8?! 12 Afel Bc7 (12 

. f6 was essential but ugly) 13 
ed! + Filip—Janata, Czechoslovakia 
1973. 


(ree Qe? 

8 AB 0-0 

9 &xc4 Mab 

10 Y¥e2 &xc4 

1] &xc4 Yb6 

12 0-0 )bd7 (117) 
13 5! Eye8 

14 Bel Eb8 
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7, 


. Yb4 15 a 


If 14. 
15 a5)? Yc7 
16 Ye2 c4! 
17 Baal? 


Also interesting is 17 c6 4)c5 18 
ef+ xf? 19 Aeg5 (if 19 Yxc4 


&)b3!) 19 HH 20 ¥%xe7 
YYyxe7 21 BRxe7 E)b300. 

bi eee &Yc5 

18 Hxc4 Yexa5 

19 S)d4 EYb3 

20 S)c6 &\xcl 

21 Bxcl 


21 8)xa5 &)xe2+ 22 Bxe?2 is 


even stronger. 


5 ee YY b6+ 
22 Bhi Eb7 
23 Eb4 YY x b4 
24 &)xb4 = 8xb4 
25 g3t+ 


Peev-Ungureanu, Poiana 


Brasov 1973. 


B 
4 4)a3 (118) 
sure b4 
a) 4... be allows the a3 knight to 


move to the c4 immediately but 
perhaps that does not matter very 
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opt 
OSG 
f 

; 

p 


Z mee: ee 
z at 
me 


much since... 4)bd7 and. 
will eventually follow. 
The text is better for Black than 
the line 4 a4 b4 because White’s 
a-pawn is still on a2 and cannot 
advance without conceding the 
half-open b-file. Nevertheless, I 
prefer 
b) 4...a6, and if 5 cb ab 6 &)xb5 
(6 e4 b4 7 4 b5 transposes to 
chapter 21) 6... Qa6 7 4)c3 dé, 
transposing to chapters 3-15 with 
each side having taken one extra 
move to reach this basic position. 


. SYb6 


5 &yc2 e5 

6 g3 d6 

7 Qg2 Qe7 
Benko suggests 7... g6. 

8 e4 0-0 

9 Sye3 Eye8 

10 DB g6 

1] g4!? &)g7 

12 h4 f5! 

vet of 

14 8)xf5 EY) xf5 

15 gf Axo 


Velimirovic-Negovian, Yugo- 


slavia 1966. 


4 b3 (1/9) 


= 
G 


y 
y 
7, 


E 2 é ver a 
an g 


W 
iste 
y 


a 


5 be d6 
Black already has a good game 
since the b-file and the h8-al 
diagonal are completely open. 


6 4y\c3 
Possibly better is 6 4)d2. 
O35 g6 
7 Ab2 Ag7 
8 £3 &Ybd7 
9 e4 bs 
10 Yc2 
If 10 Bbl Axb2! 11 Bxb2 
G)xd5 +. 
10... Yea 5! 


White is already in_ trouble 
because his king is insecure. 
1] @f2 
If 11 Sye2 Qa6 with pressure 
along the a6-fl diagonal. 


hele te &)xe4+ 
12 fe4 Rxb2 

13 %&xb2 Qxc3 

14 cl EYf6 

15 Sy E)xe4+ 


16 &e3 Qxalaes 


Masera-—Benko, 
1971. 
D 


Reggio Emilia 


4 We2 (120) 


WKY 
. 
oy 


aD 
WAR 


Again the best remedy. 4... b45 
e4 e5 6 Ad3 d6 7 He2 g6 8 f3 Qe7 
9 0-0 0-0 10 Qg5 leaves Black 
without much counterplay, e.g. 10 

~h6 11 Qe3 Bybd7 12 Bd2 Gh7 
13 a3 Y%c7 14 ab cb 15 Hb3 Sc5 
16 &xc5 de 17 cl Qb7 18 
4)b3+ Chebotarev-Shekhtman, 
USSR 1974. 

5 e4 e6! 

Taking advantage of White’s 
lack of development. Another 
sensible plan is the simple 5... d6 
followed by... g6 etc., but the text 
is more active. 

A naive alternative is 5... 
E)a6?! 6 Axc4 Eb47 We2 a5 8 
&)c3. d6. Black will soon be 
compelled to retreat his b4 knight 
and White is well placed to advance 
e5. The game H. Enevoldsen- 
Beyen, Munich Olympiad 1958, 
continued 9 &)f3 g6’10 0-0 Qg7 11 
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a3 S)a6 (11... 0-0 12 ab! Yxal 
13 Be3+ +) 12 e5 Ad7 13 ed 0-0 
14 de Re8 15 d6 Qb7 16 Qxf7+ 


1-0 (16... &xf7 17 edt). 
6 Qxc4 ed 
7 ed d6 
8 &\c3 Qe7 


Black does not have time for 8... 


g6 because of 9 Af4 Qe7 10 Syb5. 


9 Syge2 0-0 

10 0-0 4 )bd7 

11 a3 4)b6 

12 Qa2 Heb 

13 4)g3 Qb7 

14 Bdl c4 

15 Sf 6)fxd5 

16 &)xd5 = =Qxd5 

17 Qf YWd7+ co 

White’s pressure _ probably 

provides sufficient compensation 
for the pawn. Kolpanov- 
Mochalov, USSR _ Spartakiad 
1975. 
E 


d6 5 e4 bc transposes. 
b) 4... a5?! has been virtually 


oe ae 
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refuted by 5 b4! %xb46 Hbl and 


now: 
bl) 6... Wa5 7 Bxb5 Yc7 8 
E)ef3 d6 9 g3 g6 10 Ag2 Ae7 11 
0-0 0-0 12 e4 A|bd7 13 h3 Qab 14 
Hb3+ S.  Garcia—Vaganian, 
Moscow 1975. 
b2)6...%a47 Yxa4 ba8 e4d69 
Qd3 Eybd7 10 f4 Qa6 11 Segf3 g6 
12 e5! Axd5 13 Net H5b6 14 
Qxa8B §xaB 15 Mb2++ 
Lombard-Vuki¢, Switzerland- 
Yugoslavia Match 1972. 

5 e4 d6 

6 Axc4 

A slower plan is 6 S)e2 g6 7 4)c3 
Qg7 8 &xc4 0-0 and now: 
a) 9 Qe2 Qa6 10 0-0 Abd7 11 
Qg5 Bb8 12 Yc2 Axc4 13 Axc4 
&Ye5! (not 13... Se8? 14 Hael 
G\c7 15 f4 Bb4 16 b3 Bb6 17 a3 
Ad4+ 18 Ohl 2xc4 19 ab Sye3 
20 Bxe3 Qxe3 21 Wd3!+ 
Lombard-Diez del Corral, Mon- 
tilla 1973) 14 Qe2 c4.15 Babl (if 
15 £42! YYb6+ or 15... Bd3) 15 
. %Yc7 with an active position; 

analysis by Benko. 
b) 9 Qd3 Qab6 10 0-0 Qxc4 11 
Qxc4 Hbd7 12 Ad2 Hb8 13 b3 
E\e8 14 Rb Syc7 15 YWec2 Ayb6 16 
ENe2 Y%d7 17 Hc3 Axc3 18 &xc3 
f5= By playing all the normal 
Benko Gambit moves Black has 
obtained a fine position without 
giving up a pawn. Nikolac— 
Georgadze, Polanica Zdroj 1976. 

Giga 26 


7 b3 
More active is 7 f4 Ng7 8 Degf3 
0-0 9 0-0 &)bd7 10 Ye2, but after 
. Nb6 11 Ab5 Ad7 12 Ad3 
Y%c713 Bb] c4.14 &xc4 &xc4 15 
Qxc4 4 xe4 the chances are 
equal; Grigorian—Tseshkovsky, 
44th USSR Championship 1976. 
‘mee Qe7 
8 Qb2 0-0 
9 Def3 &)bd7 
9...a5100-0 §.a6 would alsosolve 
most of Black’s development problems. 
10 Y4¥c2 
Or 10 0-0 4)b6 11 Hel Bb&= 
12 e5? |fxd5 13 Axd5 |xd5F+F 
H. Lyman-Benko, New York 1970. 


LO ge EYb6 
11 0-0 ~b8 
Possibly 11 ... Qg4 is more 
accurate, followed by... ¥¥c7 and 
. Ets. 
12 Qc3 Ae 


Black has kept White’s opening 
advantage to a minimum. Estevez- 
Tseshkovsky, Sochi 1976. 


F 
4 e4? (122) 


ae iY 
Ai 


This unlikely looking counter 
gambit wassuggested to Benko by E 
Curti, areaderofChess Lifeand Review. 


4... E)xe4 
a) 4... be? 5c54; 
b) 4... d62! 5 cb &)xe4 6 Wa4?! 
E\f6 7 b6+ S)fd7! (not7... Qd78 
b7!+ nor 7... 4)bd7 8 Yc6+- 
Benko). 

5 yf wead+ 

6 S)c3 EY)xc3 

7 &d2 b4 

8 be b3 

9 Y¥dl b2 

10 Hbl wx a2 

1] Y¥c2 g6 

12 Hxb2 Yad 

13 Qd3—s_ fXe7 

14 De2 0-0 

15 0-0 d6 

16 £4 


According to Curti the position is 
unclear but Benko points out that 
after 16 ... Q)d7 White is a 
pawn down with a weakened pawn 
structure; and so} F. 


G 


4 £3 ne, 
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4... , be 

As usual! 
5 e4 d6 
6 Axc4 = g6 
7 &\c3 Qye7 
8 E)ge2 0-0 
9 0-0 &\bd7 
10 Qe3 

Better is 10 Qf4= 
LOY as Byed 
11] Q&b3 Qab Fz 

Lim-Brownc, 1971. 

H 

4 E)f3 (124) 


2a 
een 
UR Ge & 


ae 


This is by far the most popular 
alternative to 4 cxb5 although it 
usually arises by transposition, via 
the move order 1 d4 Sf6 2 43 c5 
3 d5 b5 4 c4. It was by way of this 
move order that many games from 
as far back as the 1920’s reached the 
diagrammed position. In cxamin- 
ing the possibilities that now arise 
we shall, in general, ignore lines in 
which Black plays an early .. . c6. 
The exception will be positions in 
which White has not captured on 
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b5 and in which he no longer has 
the option of doing so. 
We shall examine: 


H1 4... b4 
H24... Qb7! 
H3 4... be 
H44... g6 


Note that 4... a6 is met by 5 
Qe5!+ rather than 5 a4, reaching 
variation H2l] on page 118 
Petrosian—Matulovic¢, Zurich 1961, 
went 5 &)bd2 bc 6 e4 d6 7 Qxc4, 
and White had a position from 
variation E in which Black had 
played the useless move ... a6. 

Interesting is 4...e65 Q¢5 hé! 
(5...ed!?6cd Wa54+ ?!7 Dc3 He78 
d6+ Razuvayev-Kozlov, USSR 
1975) 6 Qxf6 Yxf6 7 Dc3 b4 8 
&)b5 00. 

Hl 
Fes b4?! (725) 


Vets” 


a, 
we 


eo Vi 
f BOB 
vie a3 i te 


Onn: 


aa 
“y 


A 


Blocking and 
reducing his counterplay. 
5 Qg5 d6 
6 S)bd2 = E|Ybd7 
Lea g6 
8 Ac2 Q°e7 


9 hs 0-0 

10 0-0 

White has all the advantages of a 

Modern Benoni position without 
having to fear Black’s Q-side 
counterplay. Doda-Forintos, Pol- 
anica Zdroj 1968, continued 10... 
h6 11 Qe3 He8 12 He2 e6 13 Qd3 
Ye7 14 Bfel e5? 15 aBt 
H2 

ee Qb7 (126) 


aon x 
a2: am At 3 
® Y 


7 


The most popular reply to 4 53, 
putting pressure on the white 
d—pawn. Our analysis now diverges 
into: 

H21 5 a4 
H22 5 Yb3 
H23 5 cb 
H24 5 Yc2 
H25 5 4\c3 
H26 5 ybd2 
H27 5 €3 
H28 5 g3 
H29 5 Qg5 
H21 

5 a4 (1/27) 


Yn XG 
12 
Y 


Oy et a6 
a)5...be6 43 6 (on6... Yad 
comes 7 Qd2 and 8 e4) 7 e4 
&)xe4?! (interesting but unsound. 
Black should probably try 7... ed 
8 ed d69 Axc4 Ne7 100-00-011 
fel &)bd7, although after 12 a5 a6 
13 Yd3 Ke8 14 h3 White has a 
definite advantage. Denker-S. 
Bernstein, Manhattan 1955--56) 8 
&)xe4exd5 9 &)c3 d4 10 Qxc4! de 
11 QXxf7+! @xf7 12 Wb3+ c4 (12 

.. Be8 although after 13 S)e5! +) 
13 S)e5+ Bg8 14 Yxb7 cE 15 
E)xc6 YWe8+ 16 Q&e3+ Rubin- 
stein-Spielmann, Vienna 1922. 

b) 5... b4 6 Dbd?2 (6 b3 is also 
possible) 6...d6 7 e4e5 8 g3 (8 de 
fe 9 e5 de 10 &)xe5 |ybd7 F; or 9 
Qd3 e510 Ye2 S)c6 11 Af] Ad4 
12 &)xd4 cd 13 f4 Me7 14 Dg3 
0-O= Balashov—Platonov, 39th 
USSR Ch, Leningrad 1971) 8... 
g69 Qe? (9h4 followed by {h3 is 
unclear) 9... Qg7 10 0-0 Sybd7, 
so far as in Malich-Knaak, East 
German Ch 1975, and now 11 


Eyn4e. 
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c)5... Wad+ 6 Qd2 b47 %Hc2 dé 
8 Qe5 H|Hbd7 9 Hbd2 g6 10 b3 
Qe7 11 Bad We7 12 adt H. 
Camara-L. Bronstein, Mar del 
Plata 1969. 

6 ab 
a) 6 S)fd2?! bc 7 e4 6 8 de (better 
is 8 S)yc3—-Miles) 8... de 9 4)c3 
&\c6 10 £3 Yc7 (or 10... &h5!? 11 
g3 Ae5 12 Axc4H!F) 11 Axc4 
Hd8 12 Yc2 fLe7F Kavalek- 
Miles, Haifa Olympiad 1976. 
b) 6 &)bd2 d6 7 e4 a5 8 Hc2g69 
b3 &{g7 10 Qb2 be 11 be 0-0 12 
Qd3 Yc7 13 a5 Aybd7 14 0-0 
Hfb8 15 Afbl Mc8F Malich- 
Tringov, East Germany-Bulgaria 
Match, Sofia 1967. 


Biot ab 
7 Bxa8 Qxa8 
8 &)c3 Yad 


8... b41s possibly better, and if9 
&Yb5 Yb6 F or 9 Yad be 10 Yxa8B 
cb 11 Q.xb2 Y¥b6 F-Keres. 

9 4d2 

9 Qd2 b4 10 Yat Wad 11 
&)xa4 e6 12 Qed Het 13 Af4 dé 
14 Ad2 &xd2 15 @xd2 c= E 
Rabinovich-Savitsky, USSR 1934. 


ee b4 

10 Syb3 YYb6 

11 Sya4 YYc7 

12 8 d6 
Kan-Keres, 22nd USSR _ Ch, 


Moscow 1955, continued 13 e4 g6 
14, 9d3 M7 150-00-0 16 Ag5 cb 
17 &d2 &b7 18 b3 Qaé (threat- 
ening 19... ed) 19 de (19 ¥c2 or 
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19 e2 could be met by 19... H24 
&Nbd7 and 20... S)e5) 19... . fe 20 
e5! Eyh5oo. 
H22 

5 — — 


UY, 
Jue 


Ld 
oe 


A sharper but somewhat dubious 
a es alternative is5...e66e4 ed 7 ed be 
ao 6 ae b47 Sa4 Yc7 398 Axc4 Axd5 9 Axd5 &xd5 10 
8 ae g69 g3 M2710 Qg2d611 0-0 Me7 11 Bel Db4 12 He20-0 
a3a512e40-013e5 Dfd714eded (Podhorzek-Spielmann,  Vicnna 
15 0-O S)f6= Wade-Fairhurst, 1933),andnow 13 ¥xe7 ¥xe7 14 


Match 1953. Bxe7 &c2 15 Ha3 &|xal 16 Af! 
H23 E)c6 17 Hel should win. 
5 cb = 6 e4 b4 
ate 7 g3 e5 
129 | OX AER 4 
Z 4 8 Qh3 e7 
BY iY) t Y, F 9 ae ne 
Y, e UY, es ”g 10 QxcB  -Yxc8 
j ly Ma, 11 h3 o6 
Wy 12 Ayg2 E)bd7 
Ay YEN; 13 c3 Eyh5 
| my 14 g4 &)g7 
15 Qh6 AP = 


Prucha-Keres, Prague 1943. 
. &xd5 6 pee aby 7 Ya4 H25 
d5 : be5 e6 9 E\c6 Y¥b6 10 Bad 5 4)c3 (131) 
E\bd7 11 e3 Qd6 12 &)xb7 Yxb7 The most natural move, and the 
13 Ya6 Yb8 14 Qe2 0-OF most popular. 
Tarasevich-I. Zaitsev, USSR iS ares b4 
1964. 6 Y&b3 


Yt AAG, UY 
Wj 


oe 
Oe 


7 
ee 
M ete 

ye S re 


An interesting move, preventing 
. bxc3 for just long enough for 
_ the c3 knight to manoeuvre to dl 
and e3. 
a) 6 Da4e67 Qed (7 d6?! De4 8 
Af4 25 9 Hed f6 10 Me3 h5 11 
Yd3 Ae7 12h3 Qcb 13 b3 xg3 
14 fe 15 Bdl Mxa4 16 ba 
Qc3+ F  Rossetto-R. Garcia, 
Buenos Aires club game 1972.) 7 
.ed (more risky is 7... ¥¥c7!? 8 
A.Xxf6 of 9 c4 YE 10 Yd3 d6 11 g3 
Yh6 12 Adl+ Obregoso-Bazan, 
Buenos Aires Championship 1961) 
8 cd g69 Axfo Yxf6 10 c4 Wf4 11 
Ad3 Qg7 12 0-0 0-0 13 Yd2 
Yxd2 14 &)xd2 d6o Dory-E. 
Steiner, Trebits ch 1928. 
b) 6 )bl c6 7 Hedcd(7...h6 8 
Q.xf6 Yxf6 9 e4!? Yxb2 10 S)bd2 
Yf6 11 ¢5 15 12 Yb3 h5 13 Qd3 
Yf4 14 0-0 Qe7 15 23 Whé 16 
&\e4 h4F  Balogh-E. Steiner, 
Budapest 1936) 8 cd h6 9 A xf6 
Y%xf6 10 e4 Y%xb2 11 |bd2 He7 
12 Qfe2 0-0 13 0-0 dé 14 Ayc4 
{6 F Negritac-Spielmann, Buch- 
arest 1934. 
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Grzas &)a6 
a) 6... a5?! 7 Dd e6 (Benko 
are 7... g6) 8 e4? Bxe4 9 


Qd3 Hf6 10 0-0 g6 (Too slow. 10 
. Q.e7 was necessary) 11 Qg5 
Ag7 12 He3 0-0 13 h4, with good 


attacking chances for the pawn. 
Guimard-Keres, Goteborg 1955. 


b) Benko prefers, 6... Ye7. 

7 Sd c6 

8 de fe 

9 g3 Re7 

10 2 0-0 

11 0-0 Ye8 

12 a3 Yyh5 

13 De3 Hab8 
14 ab cb 

15 dl Yec5t 


Reca-Réti, Buenos Aires 1924. 


5... d6 6 e4 b4 7 Qd3 26 8 0-0 
Q.27 9 Hel Hbd7 10 Sl 0-0 11 
Hbl a5 12 a4 ba 13 ba Yc7 14 
E\e3 Bfb8 15 Y%c2 e6= Kolarov- 
Peev, Varna 1971. 


H27 
5 e3 (133) 


ys 
£7 


. Ya5t+ 6 Bc3 b47 De2 6 
8 } £4 6 9 de de 10 Qe2t 
Stern-E. Steiner, Budapest 1933. 


6 S)c3 b4 
7 Be2 Agi 
8 &yg3 e6 
9 e4 ed 
10 ed 0-0 
11 Qe2 d6 
12 0-0 &y)bd7 
13 Qf4 &Yb6 
14 %d2 eg = 
Hartoch-Keres, Amsterdam 
1971. 
H28 
5 g3 (/34) 


‘ios 
ia i 
Y 


Gi 9 
~-™ 


Of Sack 26 
6 Lg? Agi 
6... bce 7 Bc3 Qg7 8 0-0 0-09 
&ye5 d6 10 &)xc4 Sd7 11 Hel 
Kab 12 Wad Yc8B (12... Qxc4 
13 %&xc4 Hb80o) 13 Bad S)b6 14 
Yh4 He8 15 Ned Yc7 16 Bc6 
Qb7 17 e4 |bd7 18 f4 Mh8 19 


e5!+ Johannessen-Fischer, 
Havana Olympiad 1966. 

7 0-0 0-0 

8 Hel 


White does best to keep his bl] 
knight at home for the moment so 
that if Black plays... bxc4 it will 
be able to go to a3 in order to 
support the recapture on c4. e.g. 8 
4)c3 be 9 4)d2 d6 10 4)xc4 Bbd7 
1] Qg5 Qab 12 Yat .Qxc4 13 
Y%xc4 Bb8 14 Babl Bb4 15 4d3 
Yb6 + S. Oliviera~TrompoWsky, 
Rio de Janeiro 1938. 


oe d6 

9 e4 bc 

10 S)fd2 &)bd7 

ll &xc4 EHb8 

12 Qd2 &Yb6 
13 Bya5 a8 

14 5ya3 &)fd7 

15 bl e6 F 


Klaman-Keres, 24th USSR 
Championship, Moscow 1957. 


H29 
5 Qg5 (135) 
ee 5ye4 
6 B\c3 )x25 
7 &xg5 — b4 


Riskier is 7... e6!? 8 Y%d2 b4 9 


Ya 
as 
FL ry. 


Ai", 
a 


&\d1 Qe7 10 ae 0-0. The game 
Jacobsen-Spielmann, Copenhagen 
1923, continued 11 e4 f5!? 12 Qd3 
d6 130-0 4)d7 14 Hc2 (if 14defe) 14 
.$)e5 15 &)xe5 de 16 ef (better is 
16 f3, with control of the centre) 16 
..ed 17 cd Qxd5 18 He3 Qb7 19 
Had] 4¥b620 Ac4+ Gh821 Ad5+ 
(21 8d7 is possibly stronger). 


8 &)ce4 h6 
9 EVf3 wad 
10 Sed2_~—s g6 
* 11 e4 d6 
12 Qd3 Ag7 
13 Y¥c2 &\bd7 
14 0-0 0-0 = 
Jacobo Bolbochan—Maderna, 
Mar del Plata 1956. 
H3 
4... be (1/36) 
5 &\c3 d6 
6 e4 g6 
6... 8)bd7 is less accurate since 


the f6 knight may need the use of 
the d7 square if e5 becomes a 
threat. Tal-Diaz, Biel Interzonal 
1976, went 7 Qxc4 g6 (if 7... 
&)b6?8 Qb5+ Ad79 Qe? followed 
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by a4 and a5, Sead the b6 
knight) 8 0-0 Qg7 9 Hel 0-0 10 
Qed h6 11 Qf g5? (better 11... 
Eb800) 12 Acl Ag4 13 He2+t. 
7 &Qxc4 
7 &)d2 Qe7 8 &)xc4 0-09 He2 
&)bd7 100-0 Qa6 11 Hel Ab8 12 
a3 Yc7 13h3 Bb7 14 YHa4 Qxc4 
15 %&xc4 Bfb8= Doda-Forintos, 
Belgrade 1961. 
ie gi 
8 0-0 
8 e5 de 9 &)xe5 0-0 10 0-0 4)fd7 
11 &)c6 &)xc6 12 dc &)b6 13 He2 
YH¥c7 14.473 Qa6 15 Hel BRad8 16 


Yb3 Qc4F  Balashov-Stein, 
Moscow 1971. 

Ose 0-0 

9 Hel fet 

10 h3 Ax 

1] Wxf8 ‘\bd7 = 


Hort-Bilek, Kecskemet 1966, 
concluded 12 We2 Kb8 13 Hbl 
&\e8 14 Qd2 c7 15 S)b5 &xb5 


16 &xb5 4-4 

H4 
Bars g6 (137) 
5 Yc2 be 
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ee a6 62 ACTS AS bc 8 
Axc4 0-0 9 0-0 transposes. 


6 c4 d6 
7 Axc4 Qg7 
8 0-0 0-0 
9 ANc3t 


Pachman-Kraidman, Netanya 
1975, and Pachman-~-Ludgate, 


Haifa Olympiad 1976. 
I 


4 g3 (138) 


By ONES = BY 
einie 


: % 4 
wc Y WY 


Y WD 
0216 Oo 
Um a ae 


11 Qd2 &)ab 
12 Del &Yc7 
13 &\c2 a4 

14 Be3 YYab6 
15 bl Ad7= 


Banfalvi-Mihaljcisin, Debrecen 


1968. 


4 — (139) 


we 
e |” GAG 
y tt t 


s 


5 Qf4 


Vea 54+ me 

Why not simply 5... be? 

6 Syd2 d6 

7 b4! YY xb4 

8 Kbl Y¥c3 

9 BRxb5 4)xd2 

10 &xd2 Y%xc4 

11] e3 we xa2 

12 &c3 c6 

13 Qd3 Qd7 

14 de YY x e6 

15 BNe2 d5 

16 S)f4 YYd6 

17 0--0 d4 

18 ed We x 4 

19 Bel+ Qe7 

20° Ti xed + 


Shashin-Dommes, USSR 1971. 


Opening Index 


page numbers italicised 


1 d4 
2 c4 
3 d5 
4 cb 


5 ba 


Do 


Ac3 


EVf6 
Cc) 
b5 


a6 


Q xa6 


d6 


7 e4 systems 


7 ¢c4 


Qxfl 


4a4 110;4 4)a3 113,4b3 114;4 Ye2 115;4 Ad2 115; 
4 e4 1163413 117; 4 DPB 117 (4... b4 11854... Qb7 
118.4... be 123;4...g6 123); 4 3 124;4 Qg5 124. 
4... 26 100;4... Qb7 100. 

5 {3 96; 5 b6 84,5... d6 84,5... &xb6 86. 

5 e3 g6 (5... d6 88,5... ab 88) 6 Fc3 (6 SVB 89) 
6... 2977 a4 89; 7 Yb3 89; 7 NY3 90; 7 e4 90; 7 ba 
90; 7 Hge2 91. 

6...d67 J)f3 9/1; 7 ba 92; 7 a4 93;7 Qc4 94; 76 94. 
5 Nc3 ab (5...d66e4g6 100;5... a5 103) 6e4 
100, 103,6...b4 (6... d6 100) 7 Syb5 (7 ¢5 100) 7 
...d6 (7... 5)xc4 100;7...b3 100) 8 QF4 (8 DB 
108) 8... Axe4 104;8...25 105;8... Hab 106; 8 
... bd7 106. 


5... &xa6 46, 97:5... 66 985... db 99 

6 23 d6 (6...267b3 46) 7 Ye? d6 8 2)h3 46; 8 b3 46. 
6... g67¢3d6 8 £3 (8 Dh3 48; 8 4,0 Me79e4 
48:9 Wa4+ 48 9 E43 0-0 10 0-0 Ahd7 48, 53; 9 
£yh3 48) 8... Yg7 (8... Dbd7 50) 9 Mh3 (9 Ne? 
53) 9... Qbd7 (9... 0-0 50) 10 0-0 51. 


7... 6 23 
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8 &xfl g6 

9 g3 9 £4 24; 9h3 24, 42,9 EB 24;9 Als 249 Dee2 249 
24 25; 9 13 26 
9h3 42, 249... M7 10 4) 0-011 Bel Abd7 42. 
11... Sab 44; 11... e6 45 

9... 7 

10 Be2 0-0 

1] Sf3 1] Syge2 27; 11 f4 27. 

A ere GYbd7 11... a6 27. 

Now: 12 Hel Db6 29; 12... Hg4 29; 12... YHb8 30; 12 


... We7 30,12... Yb6 37; 12... Wad 32. 
12 We2 Det 34,12... Hb6 34 12... Wb8 34; 12 


... Wad 35. 
12h3 Yc7 36; 12... Hb6 36; 12... Wad 37; 12... 
Yb6 39. 
12 Dd? 40, 74,12... Yb8 40; 12... Db6 40; 12... 
Wad 40. 

7 g3 systems 

7 g3 g6 

8 Ae2 8 E83 48 

B484 Qe7 

9 Jyf3 9 e4 48:9 Wa4+ 48. 

9 0-0 


10 0-0 G)bd7 48, 53 

11 Qf4 72,11 Qg5 72, 11 Dd2 Yas 12 Yc2 63. 
11 Bbl Wb6 (11... Wc7 5311... HeB 53, 11... 
EYb6 53) 12 a3 (12 YHc2 53; 12 Ad2 53; 12 b3 53) 12 
... Bibs 54. 
11 Y%e2 

11... e712 Bd! (12 Rbl 55, 56; 12 Qed 72; 12 
Hel 65) 12... Bfb8 56. 

11... Yb6 12 Hbl 56; 12 Hdl 57; 12 Hel 58; 12 
h3 58. 

11... Ya5 12 h3 59; 12 Ag5 59; 12 Hbl 60; 12 
Rel 67; 12 Bdl 62 12 Qd2 63; 12 Ad2 63. 


7 £4 system 
7 £4 
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11 Hel 

11... YYb6 123 (12 Y%c2 66, 58 12 Bhl 65; 12 
e4 66) 12... Btb8 66. 

11... Ya5 12 Rb! (12 Y¥c2 66, 60; 12 Qd2 66; 12 
h3 67; 12 c4 67; 12 a3 67; 12... EBtb8 67. 

Il... YY¥e7 12 Qd? 68 12 4 68; 12 h3 68; 12 Y¥c2 
6812 Bibl 68. 

11... Sb6 68. 
11 h3 S)b6 70; 11... Ye7 70,11... YYb6 70; 11... 
Yad 70. 


100. 


The Benko Counter-Gambit represents 
the most important and dynamic 
contribution to opening theory for a 
quarter of a century. In return for a pawn 
Black secures the initiative for at least 
twenty moves and, paradoxically, Black 
can often stand better in the endgame 
even though he is a pawn down. In 
master chess Black’s percentage score 
with the gambit has, in recent years, been 
very favourable, in comparison with the 
more traditional King’s Indian and 
Nimzo. In fact all of the defences to 1 d4 
the Benko Counter-Gambit has the best 
practical results. 


In this volume the author presents the 
ideas behind the gambit together with an 
enormous amount of source material. 
This is certainly the most comprehensive 
work to appear on the opening and will 
be indispensable to all 1 dq players and 
to those who are looking for an active 
defence to 1 dq. 


David Levy is an International Master 
and an authority on the openings. His 
other Batsford books include The 
Sicilian Dragon and Sicilian — Accelerated 
Dragons. 


128 pages 
139 diagrams 


A BATSFORD CHESS BOOK 


Other titles in this series 


Benoni 

William R. Hartston 

1 dq Nf62c4c5 3.d5 e6 4 Nc3 ed 5 cd d6 
— Modern Benoni 

1 d4 Nf6 2c4.c5 3.d5 e5 4 Nc3 d6 5 e4 
Be7 — Czech Benoni 


Nimzowitsch/Larsen Attack 
Raymond Keene 
1 b3 


Ruy Lopez: Breyer System 

L. S. Blackstock 

1 e4e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Bag Nf6 

5 0-0 Be7 6 Rel b5 7 Bb3 d6 8 c3 0-09 hg 
Nb8 


Sicilian Najdorf 

Michael Stean 

1 e4.c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4cd 4 Nxdq4 Nf6 
5 Nc3 ab 


Sicilian: ...e5 

T. D. Harding, P. R. Markland 

1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4 cd 4 Nxdq: 
4...€5 

4..Nf65 Nce3 e5 

4...Nf6 5 Nc3 d6 6 Bez e5 


Spanish (Ruy Lopez) : Marshall 
T. D. Harding , 

1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bbs a6 4 Bag Nf6 
5 0-0 Be7 6 Rei b5 7 Bb3 0-0 8 cz, d5 


Spanish (Ruy Lopez): Open 

K. J. O’Connell 

1 eg e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 a6 4 Bag Nf6 
5 o-o Nxeq 


